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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 

[Arndt. 25J 

PART 722—COTTON 

Subpart—Acreage Allotment Regula¬ 
tions for the 1964 and Succeeding 
Crops of Upland Cotton 

Export Market Acreage for 1966 

This amendment is issued pursuant to 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, 
as amended (52 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 
U.S.C. 1281 et seq.). 

(a) The purpose of this amendment is 
to make a finding that the total acreage 
requested by farm operators for appor¬ 
tionment to farms from the 250,000-acre 
national export market acreage reserve 
for the 1966 crop of upland cotton was 
less than such reserve and to authorize 
approval of applications for such appor¬ 
tionment to farms. 

(b) Since applicants for acreage of 
upland cotton from the national export 
market acreage reserve are now making 
plans for the 1966 crop, it is essential 
that this amendment be made effective 
as soon as possible. Accordingly, it is 
hereby determined and found that com¬ 
pliance with the notice, public procedure, 
and 30-day effective date requirements of 
section 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 U.S.C. 1003) is im¬ 
practicable and contrary to the public 
interest and this amendment shall be 
effective upon filing of this document 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register. 

Section 722.232(c) of the Acreage Al¬ 
lotment Regulations for the 1964 and 
Succeeding Crops of Upland Cotton (30 
FR. 15569) is amended by adding a new 
subparagraph (3) at the end thereof to 
read as follows: 

§ 722.232 
1966. 


Export market acreage for 


(c) Procedure for apportioning export 
market acreage to farms. • • • 

* 3) ? indin 9 as to amount of acreage 
tested for 1966. It is hereby found 
iJrL a i )plica ti° ns for apportionment to 
nns from the 250,000-acre national ex- 
iT, 1 . market acrea ge reserve for 1966 
were * imel y fhed for amounts of 
eage permitted under paragraph (b) 
of *7 scctlon consisted of a total amount 
nai^n^ 6 less than such 250,000-acre 
Accnrris e ? P0r t market acreage reserve, 
shall k 8 y ’ applications so received 
exnnrt apportionment of 

made il ? larket acreage to farms shall be 
(j) accordance with subparagraphs 
and <2) of this paragraph. 


(Sec. 346(e), 79 Stat. 1192; 7 U.S.C. 1346(e)) 

Effective date. Date of filing this doc¬ 
ument with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 3, 1966. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1425; Piled, Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:51 a.m.) 


Title 6—AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter I—Farm Credit 
Administration 

SUBCHAPTER F—BANKS FOR COOPERATIVES 

PART 73—BANKS FOR COOPERA¬ 
TIVES CONSOLIDATED DEBENTURES 

Custodian and Acting Custodian 

Section 73.2 of Title 6 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations (30 F.R. 6573) 
is amended by substituting “Finance 
Division 0 for “Securities Section 0 in the 
second sentence thereof. As so amended, 
said § 73.2 reads as follows: 

§ 73.2 Custodian and Acting Custodian. 

The Chief. Collateral Section, Farm 
Credit Administration, shall serve, ex of¬ 
ficio, as Custodian of collateral pledged 
by the Central Bank for Cooperatives for 
consolidated debentures. The Chief, Fi¬ 
nance Division, Farm Credit Administra¬ 
tion, shall serve, ex officio, as Acting 
Custodian of collateral pledged by the 
Central Bank for Cooperatives for con¬ 
solidated debentures, in the event the 
said Custodian is unable to serve for any 
reason. The Farm Loan Registrar in 
each farm credit district shall serve, ex 
officio, as Custodian of collateral pledged 
by the bank for cooperatives of the dis¬ 
trict for consolidated debentures; and the 
Deputy Registrar and any Acting Deputy 
Registrar in each farm credit district 
shall serve, ex officio, as Acting Custodian 
of collateral pledged by the bank for 
cooperatives of the district for consoli¬ 
dated debentures, in the event the said 
Custodian is unable to serve for any 
reason. The operating title of the Farm 
Loan Registrar when so serving shall be 
Custodian. The operating title of the 
Deputy Registrar and any Acting Deputy 
Registrar when so serving shall be Acting 
Custodian. 

(Sec. 37. 48 Stat. 263, a & amended; 12 US.C. 
1134m) 

R. B. TOOTELL, 

Governor , 

Farm Credit Administration. 

|FR. Doc. 66-1395; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 
SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE 

[Airspace Docket No. 66-SO-91 

PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 

The purpose of these amendments to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to alter the Vero Beach, Fla., 
transition area, and the Orlando, Fla. 
(Herndon Municipal Airport) control 
zone. 

The Vero Beach, Fla., transition area 
is described in 29 F.R. 17643. 30 F.R. 
3353, and 30 F.R. 14153. An extension 
to the transition area is described in part 
as “* • • within 2 miles each side of 
the Vero Beach VORTAC 151° radial. 0 

Because of the redefining of the final 
approach radial, it is necessary to re¬ 
designate this extension on the Vero 
Beach VORTAC 150° radial. 

The Orlando, Fla., control zone is de¬ 
scribed in 29 F.R. 17581 and 30 F.R. 5731. 
An extension to the control zone is de¬ 
scribed in part as “ * • * within 2 miles 
each side of the Orlando VOR 126° 
radial. 0 

Because of the redefining of the final 
approach radial, it is necessary to re¬ 
designate this extension on the Orlando 
VOR 125° radial. 

Since these changes are minor in na¬ 
ture, notice and public procedure hereon 
are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective immediately, as here¬ 
inafter set forth. 

1. In § 71.181 (29 F.R. 17643) the Vero 
Beach, Fla., transition area (30 F.R. 
3353, 30 F.R. 14153) is amended as fol¬ 
lows: Substitute “150° radial” for “151° 
radial.” 

2. In § 71.171 (29 F.R. 17581) the Or¬ 
lando, Fla. (Herndon Municipal Airport) 
control zone (30 F.R. 5731) is amended 
as follows: Substitute “125° radial” for 
“126° radial.” 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.C.S. 1348(a)) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on February 
1,1966. 

James G. Rogers, 
Director, Southern Region. 

[FR. Doc. 66-1357; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES 

|Reg. Docket No. 7090; Arndt. 4631 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classifi¬ 
cation now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is republished 
in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 97 (14 
CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: 

1. By amending the following low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 97.11(a) to read: 

LFR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials arc magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc in feet M8L. Ceilings are in foet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. ...... 

If an inst rument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, It shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of tho Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation In the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minlraums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
moro than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or loss 

More than 
65 knots 


PROCEDURE TO BE CANCELED, EFFECTIVE 3 FEB. 66 

City, Bellingham*, State, Wash.; Airport name, Bellingham Municipal; Elev., 158'; Fac. Class., 8BRAZ; Ident., BG; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 10; Eft. date, 30 Nov. 63; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 9; Dated, 11 Nov. 61 


2. By amending the following automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in 5 97.11(b) to read: 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, course® and radiAls are magnetic. Elovatlons and altitudes are In feet M8L. Ceilings aro in feet abovo airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unloss otlierwise indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles. 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the abovo type is conducted at the below named airport, It shall be in accordance with tho following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation In the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minlmums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne or less 

More than 
2 -cnglne, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 

ITU VOR 

Alpine RBn (final)....___... 

Direct__ 

3400 

3400 

3500 

3400 

3300 

T-dn 6-24*_ 

T-d 10-28*_ 

T-n 10-28*. 

800-1 H 
800-2 
800-3 
1200-2 
1200-3 
1800-2 
1800-3 

800-1M 

800-2 

800-3 

1200-2 

1200-3 

1800-2 

1800-3 

8001)4 

8002 

800-3 

12002 

12003 

18002 

18003 

lnt V252/V35_____ 

Alpine RBn. 

Direct. 

ELM VOR 

Alpine RBn.. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Savre Int 

Alpine RBn... 

C-d.. 

Int V262/28®*- luxiring to Alpine RBn 

Alpine RBn (final)___ 

Direct. 

C-n... 




A-d. 

A—n ...____ 



Procedure turn N side of final approach ers, 059° Outhnd, 239° Inbud, 3400' within 10 miles of Alpine UBn. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 3300'. 

l/visual amtact not t^laldteholftqjcwi descentUnauthorized landing minlmuins or if landing not accomplished within 7 miles ufter passing Alpine RBn, climb on ers, 
to 2500' within 10 miles. Then proceed direct to ELM VOR, climbing to 3400'. Hold W ELM VOR, 1-mtnute right turns 066* Inbnd. minimums 

Air Carrier Note: Sliding scale not authorized. No reduction in landing visibility minimum® authorized for local conditions. No reduction in tuiceoii muu 
authorized. 

Caution: • Runways 1-19 not authorized for IFR Departures. _ uruven niwriownnl 

Departure procedures: Runway 6: Climb Outbnd on the localizer ers through 2500' Indore proceeding as cleared. Runway 24: Climb on the ELM v oh k ^ 

ELM VOR through 2500' before proceeding as cleared. Runway 28. Make left-climbing turn us soon as practical after takeoff to intercept the ELM vim. n** •.. na 

the ELM VO R, R 006° toward the ELM VOR until through 2500' beforo proceeding as cleared. Runway 10: Make left turn as soon os practical ufter takeoii proot 
direct ers to the Alplno UBn until through 2500' before proceeding as cleared. 

Note: High terrain, N and 8 of airport. High towers, S of airport. 

Other changes: Deletes transitions from ATE VOR and Int ATE VOR, R 129 and 239 bearing. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 270°-0U0°—3300'; 090M80 9 —2900'; l80 o -270 o -3000'. 3; 

City, Elmira; State, N.Y.; Airport name, Chemung County; Elev., 951'; Fac. Class., MITW: Ident., ALP; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 4; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 06; Sup. ni 

Dated, 24 Apr. 65 ^ 


IND VOR_ 

Shelbyville VOR. 



LOM. 

Direct..___ 

2400 

T-dn... 

300! 


LOM 

Direct... 

2400 

C-d n. 

400-1 





B-dn-4.. 

4001 





A-dm.. 

800-2 


300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 


20044 

50O-M 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar avullable. 

Procedure turn S side of ers. 224° Outbnd, 044° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 miles of LOM. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2400'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 044°—5.9 miles. . . „ ^ _. „ „ „ ^ 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing miniinums or if landing not accomplished within 5.9 miles 
to3000' and proceed direct to IND VOR or. when directed by ATC, make rlght*clhnbing turn to 3000' and proceed to SIIB VOR via SHB, K 293 . 

Other change: Deletes transition from IND RBn. t 9-Eff- 

City, Indianapolis; State, Ind.; Airport name, Indianapolis Municipal (Weir Cook); F.lev., 797'; Fac. Class., LOM/SABU; Ident., IN; Procedure No. * in 

5 Feb. 66; Sup. Amdt. No. 8; Dated, 18 Dec. 65 


mg LOM, make Icft-dlmM"* 
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ADP Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 
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Transition 



Celling and visibility mlnimums 



Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engine or less 

More than 
2-euglnc, 
more than 

66 knots 

From— 

To- 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

66 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 

Paterson ItBn—-.....— 

EB LMM . 

Direct . 

2000 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

900-1 

900-1 

1000-2 

300-1 

900-1 

900-1 

1000-2 

200 4$ 
900-14 
900 1 
1000-2 

EH LMM..—. 

AR LOM (ftnul).. .-. 

Direct....—.— - 

vy""tin . . ••..«••• • 

S-dn-22. 

A -<1!._ 





The following mlnimums apply to turbojet aircraft when 
circling W of Runways 4/22 centerlines extended:* 
C-dn".| 000-2 | 900-2 | 900-2 


Procedure tur'n°W side of ers, 037° Outbnd. 217° Inbnd. 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude oyer facility on final approach ers, 2000\ 

Rvtsuul con tact*no^t^hshed^^upon descent to authorised landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 5.8 miles after passing LOM, climb to 2000' on ers. 217 
make right turn, proceed direct to Chatham RBu, hold NE, 1-mlnute right turns, Inbnd ers, 241°. 

MSA 1 wUhiu U 25 d inifes 5 o?facliity! 1 090°-180°-2600'; 180°-270 D -1600 / ; 270°-360°-2500\ 

City. Newark; State, N.J.; Airport name, Newark; Elev., 18'; Fac. Class., LOM; Idcnt., AR; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 6; EH. dutc, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. No. 5; Dated. 

13 Nov. tt5 


OEt; VOR 

GE LOM... . .. 

Direct... 

4500 

T-dn%. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 





C-du. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 14 





S-dn-21. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


‘Racier (i 

Procedure turn N side of ers, 025° Outbnd, 206° Inbnd, 4600' within 10 miles. Not authorized beyond 10 miles. 

Shuttle descent to 4600' in a 170-176 KT, 1-minute right turn holding pattern NE of UE LOM. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 3600'. 

HvLsual contacf nl^Mt abl^bMOTOn descent to authorized landing mlnimums or Iflandlng not accomplished within 3.9 miles after passing GE LOM, climb to40O0' direct 
GEO VOK, continue climb on R 207*within 10miles of GEO VOll or, when directed by ATC, turn right, climb direct to UE LOM, thence continue climb to 4600 in a LO- 

15 Caction? lUgMernS?’Nand^ ofairporC *3188^ tower,*4. $ miles SE of GE LOM. Terrain and tower, 6031'—16 miles NE of LOM: 4649' TV tower, 9.2 miles E of airport. 

% Takeoffs all runways: Unless otherwise directed by ATC, the following departure procedure is recommended to Insure adequate terrain and obstnictlon clearance: Climb 
direct GEO VOR, thence continue climb on R 207°, GEG VOR within 10 miles so os to cross OEG VOR at or above: Eustbound V-2, 3200'; Northeast bound V-2N. 3200 ; 
Bouthwtlvound V2S.6000'. m 

LF departures: Climb on the 206° bearing from EG LMM within 10 miles to ME A for direction of flight. 

MSA within 26 miles of facility: 000MJ90 0 —7100'; 090 6 -180°-6300'; 180°-270°-4100'; 270 o -360°-6i00'. 

City, Spokane; State, Wash.; Airport name, Spokane International; Kiev., 2372'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., GE; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 7; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. No. 

6; Dated, 27 May 65 


Billhies Int 

LOM. . 

Direct. 

2800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

80F VOR 

I,OM . 

Direct.. 

2600 

C-dn. 

400-1 

600-1 

600-1 

80F RBn 

LOM . 

Direct. 

2*300 

8-dn-l. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

Miller Int_ 

LOM.—. 

Direct_ 

3000 

A-<in. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Plano Int. ... 

LOM ... 

Direct^_ 

2800 





Crane Int. 

LOM. 

Direct. 

2800 














Procedure turn E side of ers, 195° Outbnd, 015° Inbnd, 2600' withiu 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2300'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport. 015°—3.6 miles. , .. .. . , 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnimums or if landing not accomplished 
proceed toSGF VOR. 

MBA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—4200'; 090°-180°—2700'; 180 °- 3 CO°- 2600 '. 


within 3.6 miles after passing LOM, climb to 2800' on crs, 


CUy, Springfield; State, Mo.; Airport name, Springfield Municipal; Elev., 1267'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., SG; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 6; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. No. 4; 

Dated, 14 8ept. 63 


80F VOR.... 

8GF RBn . 

Direct. 

2800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200 ~M 





C-dn. 

400-1 

600-1 

600-1! • $ 





S-dn-13. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn... 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 317* Outbnd, 137" Inbnd. 2800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2300'. 
j, rs and distance, facility to airport, 137°—3.6 miles. 

» J* TOual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.6 miles after passing RBn, climb to 3000 on 137 
““g* from SGF RBn within 15 miles. 

£ote: Final approach from holding pattern not authorized. Procedure turn required. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 090M80*-4200'; 180°-090°—2000'. 

C,t L Springfield; State, Mo.; Airport name. Springfield Municipal; Elev., 1267'; Fac. Class., HSAB; Ident., SGF; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 2; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 1; Dated, 14 Sept. 63 


iSjJVOR. 

TT LOM 

Direct.. 

2000 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-H 

&§ vor.::::::::::. 

TT LOM (final) .. 

Direct. 

1900 

C-dn. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 y x 

Rlln . 

TT LOM (final) 

Direct. 

1900 

S-dn-6. 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1 

—_ 




A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar available. 

uSSS^ tan* S side of crs, 236' Outbnd, 066° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Crs facility on final approach crs, 1900'. 

torn not established upon descent to authorized landing mlnimums or if landing not accomplished wit hin 5 miles after passing TT LOM, make right-climbing 

I’ffiw SHS* T ? L0M climbing to 1900'. 

MSA wwi,' n n inute r, R ht turns. 066° Inbnd. 

A uithln 26 miles of the faeflity: 000°-180°-1800'; 180"-270"-2400'; 270°-360*—2000'. 

c,ty . Trenton; State, N.J.; Airport name, Mercer County; Elev., 213'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., TT; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


3. By amending the following very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in 5 97.11(c) to read: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, bonding, ooursea and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are In 
miles unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles. 1 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type Is conducted at the belovr named airport, It shall be in accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorised by the Administrator of tho Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approach^ 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with thueo established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 



Transition 


Celling and visibility minimnrn* 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-englne, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

CO LFR.... 

CDB VOR... 

Direct. .. 

1700 

T-dn# 

300-1 

400-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-2 

ww 

IO — 

800-2 

400-1 

800-2 




C-dn-26 and 32. 

04-8.. 

S-dn-14%®. 

A-dn. 


Procedure turn E side of crs. 318° Outbnd, 138° Inbnd,1700' within 10 miles. Nonstandurd—High terrain W of crs. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 700\ 

Crs and distance, facility to airi>ort, 138°—3 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3 miles after passing CDB VOR. turn left climb to 
3,000' on R 318® within 20 miles. 

Caution: Circling to Runways 26 and 32 will be accomplished E of airport. Mount Simeon 1100'—2.4 miles W of airport. 

Other change: Deletes Shuttle. 

# Runway 26, right turn; Runways 8 and 14. left turn. 

% Descent below 600' not authorized until after passing CO LFR. 

•400-H authorized, except for 4-englne turbojet aircraft, with operative hlgli*intensity runway lights. 400-H authorized, except for 4-engine turbojet aircraft, with operative 
ALS. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090®—10,000'; 000M80*—lO.OOO'; 180°-270®—10,000'; 270°-360®—2000'. 

City, Cold Bay; State, Alaska; Airport name, Cold Bay; Elcv., 08'; Fac. Class., H-BVOR; Ident., CDB; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 3; EfL date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. No. 2; 

Dated, 28 Aug. 65 


T-dn. 

C-d... 

C-n.._ 

A-du® 


300-1 
600-1 
600-2 

_ 800-2 

If aircraft is equipped with operating VOR/DME and 
Bulldog 3-miles DMK Fix is received minimums 
become: 

500-1 


300-1 

600-1 

600-2 

800-2 


C-dn- 


eoo-i 


600-1k 

000-2 

800-2 


80O-1J4 


Radar available. 

Procedure turn S side of crs 277® Outbnd, 007® Inbnd, 18G0' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1800'; at 3-mlle DME Fix, 800'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 007*—6.8 miles; 3-milo DME Fix to airport, 007®—3.8 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.8 miles after passing DBS VORTAC, climb to 1SOO 
on crs of 007® within 20 miles. 

Note: (1) Weather service not available to public. (2) When authorized by ATC, DME may be used within 20 miles at 1800' to position aircraft for a straight-in approach 
with the elimination of a procedure turn. 

•Air Carrier Note: Alternate minimums authorized for air carriers only, provided such air carriers have approval of their arrangement for weather service at this airport. 
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000®-300°—1900'. 

City. Columbus; State, Miss.; Airport namo, Columbus Lowndes County; Elev., 187'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., UBS; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 4; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 11 Apr. 64 


FYV VOR.-. 

DAK VOR. 

Direct. 

3000 

T-dn__ 

600-2 

500-2 




C-dn 

800-2 

800-2 





A-dn.. 

1000-2 

1000-2 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 321° Outbnd, 141® Inbnd, 3000* within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2200'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 141°—1L3 miles. . . . 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 2.3 miles after passing DAK v On, ciiniu io 
on R 179® of the DAK VO R within 16 miles. 

Note: Sliding scale not authorized. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: O0tfM8O°—3500'; 180°-090°—3100'. 

City, Fayetteville; State, Ark.; Airport name, Fayetteville Municipal (Drake Field); Elev., 1250'; Fac. Class., T-BVOR; Ident., DAK; Procedure No. 2, Amdt. 3; Eff. 

6 Feb. 66; Sup. Amdt. No. 2; Dated, 26 Jan. 64 



ng* 8 .| 700-1 | TOM | 


Procedure turn S side of crs, 225® Outbnd, 045° Inbnd, 4000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility approach crs, 3600'; minimum altitude over Conrad Int, 3600'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 045°—11.3 miles. . , _ . vnRorSl mild 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 11.3 miles after passing Slate Run \ u 
after passing Conrad Int, make climbing left turn to 400(7, return to Slate Run VOR hold 8W, l-miuute right turns, 045° Inbnd, 

Note: Communications with Elmira radio via Stonyfork VOR. 

MSA within 26 miles of facility: 27(P-090°—3800'; UW*-27QP—3500'. 

City, Qaleton; State, Pa.; Airport name, Cherry Springs; Elev., 2330*; Fac. Class., HBVOR; Ident., SLT; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 6 Fob. 66 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

VOR Stanoadd Instrument Approach Phoceucrb — C ontinued 
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Transition 


Ceiling 

and visibility minimuim 

l 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


2-engine or less 

More than 
2-cngino. 
more than 
65 knots 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 





T-d»#$. 

300-1 

600-1 

600-2 

600-1 

800-2 

300-1 

000-1 

(500-2 

600-1 

800-2 

200 -H 
600 lb 
600-2 
600 1 
800-2 

C-d. 

C-n$. 

S-d-29.. 

A-dn. 



Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 146° Outbnd, 320° Inbnd. 73<K/ within 10 miles. Nonstandard due to terrain. 

Final approach from holding pattern at VOR not authorized. Procedure turn required. 

Minimum altitude over facility oiifinal approach ere, 5300'. 

Uvisnal conUurt:noT^UiblbH"o authorised landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.4 miles after passing VOR, make left-climbing turn 
to VOR, continue climb on R 146° within 10 miles in order to cross VOR on 326° Inbnd at 730(/, hold in 1-minutc pattern BE of VOR, 326° Inbnd with left turns. 

INight takeoffs and landings not authorized Runways 7-26 and 11-29. ^ . . . . A . . . _ , ...... . . 

rrukeoff all runways: Climb directly to VOR, continue climb on R 140° within 10 miles to cross VOR on 320° Inbnd at 73(H/ or above prior to contlnuul climb in 1-minute 
holding pattern 8E of VOR 320° Inbnd with left turns to 0000' before departing VOR 8E on V536. Aircraft departing S on V231 or 8W on VS36 climb directly to VOR then 

continue climb directly on ers to assigned altitude. _ _ , _ ___ _ „ _ _, 

MBAs within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—10,30tF; 090M80 0 —87<X/; 180°-270°—7800'; 271P-360 0 —7800. 

City, Kullspell; State, Mont.: Airport name, Flathead County; Kiev., 2972'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., FCA; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. Orig.; EfT. date, 3 Feb. 00 


EOL VOR 

OMA VOR ..-. 

Direct. 

2900 

T-du*_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-}* 





C-d.. 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1 U 





C-n. 

700-1V* 

700-1}-* 

700-1}* 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Radar available. 

Procedure turn E side of ers, 130° Outhnd, 310° Inbnd, 2800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 28(X/; over Bluff Int, 2500'; over Dodge Bit, 1900'; Bluff Int to Dodge Int, final. 

Cre and distance, facility to airport, 31GP—10.2 miles. ..... . , 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 10.2 miles after passing OMA V OR, or 3 miles after 
passing Dodge Int, climb to 280</ on OMA R 310° within 20 miles of OMA VOR, turn right, return to OMA VOR or, wlien directed by ATC, make right turn climbing to 
»<W\ proceed to EOL VOR. 

Caution: 1339' bluff. 1.3 miles E; 1739' tower, 4 miles WNW; 1746' tower, 3 miles 8W of airport. Lighted airport, 5 miles BE. 

Other changes: Deletes transitions from Bluff Int to Dodge Int and OMA VOR to Bluff Int. 

•Unless radar vectored after takeoff, climb to 2200' before proceeding in a westerly direction. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000 s -27(f—2700'; 270°-3tXf—2800'. 

City, Omaha; State, Ncbr.; Airport name, Eppiey Airfield; Elev.. 983'; Foe. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., OMA; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Efl. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. No. 

Orlg.; Dated. 23 Jan. 65 


T-<ln. 

300-1 

300-1 

C-d n. 

600-1 

700-1 

A-du. 

800-2 

800-2 



2004 * 
700-1 fj 
800 2 


Radar available. 

Procedure turn S side of ers, 232° Outbnd, 062° Inbnd, 3000* within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 3000'. 

Cre and distance, facility to airport, 052°—6.4 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If lauding not accomplished within 6.4 miles after passing AGC VOR, climb to 3000', 
proceed to MKP KBn. Hold E, 1-minute left turns, 275° Inbnd. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-180°—3100'; 180°-360°-2»00'. 

City, Pittsburgh; State, Pa.; Airport name, Allegheny County; Kiev., 1252'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., AGC; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 6; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 06; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 4; Dated, 23 Jan. 65 





T-d%. 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-1 




T-n. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 




C-d.. 

1900-1 

1900-1 

1900-1H 




On.. 

1900-2 

1900-2 

1900 2 




A-dn*. 

2000-2 

2000-2 

2000 2 


Procedure turn W side of ers, 157° Outbnd, 337° Inbnd, 4500' w ithin 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorised. 

Mmimtim altitude over facility on final approach ers, 3300 *t 
W distance, facility to airport, 337 u —3 miles. 

<m co,,luct n0 * established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3 miles after passing RBO VOR, climb to3700' Outbnd 

r*V:‘ wllh ! n 16 miles of RBG VOR, thence reverse m and return to RBG VOR climbing to 4500'. 


p. .. i»u»W VI IWJU v Vr X % , llivlIvV Il> t I X 1. 4 *> iliiVl I Cl 111 ft W A v 14 f VJIV tiUllUIIIK W 1UW • 

NoST°5i l4?rrttIn quadrants. 

•Air E: * lna * ft PP r <M*h from holding pattern at RBG VOR not authorized, procedure turn required. 

^AiM'rmite minimums authorired only for those with approved weather reporting on airport. 

.n!, 00 nmways: Unless otherwise directed by ATC, the following departure procedure is recommended to insure adequate terrain and obstruction clearance: Climb 

abuv.. •*jS5 w Koseburg Airport to 1500', thence climb direct to RBG VOR, thence continue climb on R 157° within 10 miles of RIM 1 VOR so as to cross RBG VOR at or 

A? turns W side of R 157°, RBG VOR. 

A w *thiu 25 miles of facility: 000°-090 c -6300'; 0eo°-180°-5500'; 180°-270°— 6000 '; 270°-360°-3500'. 

c,t J f Roseburg; State, Oreg.; Airport name. Roscburg Municipal; Elev., 525'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., RBG; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 4; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 3; Dated, 1 May 65 

80F RR n _ 


8GF VOR..... 

Direct. 

2800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-d......—. 

500-1 

600-1 




C-n. 

500-2 

500-2 




B-d-19<fii. 

500-1 

500-1 




B-n-19@. 

600-2 

600-2 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


2004 * 
500-1* * 
500 2 
500-1 
500-2 
800-2 


Miim.iMm iHffi S of 013° Outbnd, 193° Inbnd, 2800' within 10 miles. 

Ci> S ;1 tltude 0VtT facility on final approach ers, 2801 /. 

, H visual *“*85 10 airport, 193°—6A miles. 

R 203 »fioyvfVb n , ot established upon descent to authorired landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.8 miles after passing SGF VOR, climb to 3200' on 
©IfadurtwS V™*** to Billings Int. 

Msa Win.?,? of °» Visibility (day), 2-mile visibility (niglit) not authorized. 

City § ^ Ul 08 ° f faCUity: 18(/-09(K~26a/. 

■Rrlngfleld; State, Mo.; Airport name, Springfield Municipal; Elev., 1267': Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., SGF; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 7; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 6; Dated, 14 Sept. 63 


No. 27- 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 



Ceiling 

: and visibility Ill in {mums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engIno, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 





T-dn. 

C-dn. 

S-d-18*. 

8-n-18®. 

A-dn. 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-4 

500-1 y t 
400-1 

400-14 

800-2 


Procedure turn W aid© of crs, 003* Outbnd, 183* Inbnd, 2700' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2200". 

Crs aud distance, facility to airport, 183®—4.1 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.1 miles alter passing YNG VOR, moke climbing 
right turn to 270O' returning to YNG VOR. Hold N, 1-minute right turns, 183° Inbnd. 

'Reduction based on lighting aids not authorized. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 090 °-180*—3200', 180°-090°-2800 / . 


City, Youngstown; State, Ohio; Airport name, Youngstown Municipal; Kiev.. 1196'; Fac, Class., BVOU; Ident., YNG; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 6; Ell. date, 5 Feb. 06; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 6; Dated, 25 May 03 


4. By amending the following terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 97.13 to read: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elovations and altitudes are In feet MSI*. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport. It shall be In accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport author!tod by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in tho particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 




Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engine or less 

More than 


From— 

y To— 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

more than 
06 knots 

JTaUsville VOR.. 
Wilton Int 


CBI VOR... 

Direct. 

2600 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

500-14 


CBI VOR. . 

Direct. 

2600 

C-d. 

500-1 

600-1 

WnftMrtftan Int 

* 

CBI VOR. 

Direct. 

2600 

C-n. 

500-14 

500-1,4 

60O-14 

IIarris)>ure Int _ 

Brown Int (final) ...... 

Direct. 

1300 

S-dn-17. 

500-1 

500-1 

600-1 

800-2 






A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 






The following minimums apply for aircraft equipped 
with operating dual omnlreceivers and Brown hit 
identified: , inrt , 

S-dn-17.| 400-1 | 400-1 | 4(XH 


Procedure turn W side of crs. 357° Outbnd, 177° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, authorized minimums; over Brown Int, 1300'. 

Facility on airport. Crs and distance, Brown Int to VOR, 177“—4.3 miles. Brt 
If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or 
lng to 2000' on CBI VO R. R 240° within 10 miles, make left turn and return to CBI 
Other change: Deletes transition from Millersburg InL 
Caution: 1024'tower, 1.7 miles E of airport. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000MAW“—2200'; 090°-180“—2S00'; 180“-360“—2200', 

City, Columbia; State, Mo.; Airport name, Columbia Municipal; Kiev., 778'; Fac. Class., T-BVOR; Ident., CBI; Procedure No. TerVOR-17, Arndt. 4; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 

Sup. Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 9 Ian. 65 


(fticon iKJint to runway, jti —i muc. _ , , .. . .. w 

if limning not accomplished within 0 mile after passing CBI VOR, make right turn cihut> 

von. 


TlallsvlUe VOR_„__ 

Wilton Int..... 

Wooldridge Int...— 


CBI TVOR ... 

Direct.. 

2600 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

CBI VOR... 

Direct. 

2000 

C-d.- 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1.4 

CBI VOR 

Direct... 

2000 

C-n .—- 

500-14 



S-dn-35... 

A-dn—. 

400-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 170° Outbnd, 350® Inbnd, 2600' within 10 miles of Stadium Int, 

Minimum altitude over Stadium Int on final approach era, 1000'. 

Crs and distance. Stadium Int to VOR. 350°—4 miles; breakoff point to runway, 351®—1 mile. „ , owrvn n 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within Omile after passing UJSI vu it, 
CBI, R 357° within 10 miles, make left tarn, and return to CBI VO R, hold N on CBI VOU, R 357° or, when directed by ATC, climb to M oil tho CBI 
10 miles, proceed direct to IILV VOR. 

Caution: 1024' tower, 1.7 miles E of airport. 

Note: Procedure authorized for dual omniequlpped aircraft only. 

Other cliange: Deletes transition from Mlllersburg Int. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000®-090°-2200'; 000°-180°-2800'; 180 D -360°-2200'. 

City, Columbia; State, Mo.; Airport name, Columbia Municipal; Elev., 778'; Fac. Class., T-BVOR; Ident., CBI; Procedure No. TerVOR-35, Arndt. 2; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 9 Jan. 65 


climb to 2600' on tlw 
VOR, R 357° within 


Eff. dote, 5 Feb.«' 
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Transition 



Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 





T-dn%. 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 





C-dn. . 

800-1 

800-1 

800-1 H 





8-dn-20R. 

800-1 

800-1 

800-1 





A-dn*. 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 


Procedure turn N side of crs, 016° Outbnd, 105® Inbud, 2100' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1200'. 

IS IS.WnrtSblffl ojradSS&tto MttSEEf “nd’toS^ta^ot it landing not accomplished within 0 mile ot VOR, turn left, climb to 8000’ on R Ilf. 
PSC VOR within 10 mile®. 

•Alternate mhilmi^s'not authorized iio t?04(K) local time. Alternate mlnlmums authorized 24 hours daily for air carriers with weather reporting service at the airport. 
‘•'Tak^fTs all runways: Unless otherwise directed by ATC, the following departure procedure is recommended to Insure adeuuaite terrain and obstruction clearance: Climb 
on R 111 0 PSC VOR within 10 miles to cross PSC VOR at or above 1500' southbound on V U2W. All maneuvering N side R 111 , PSC VOR. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: (XKP-OOO 0 —2000'; 0WM80 0 —3400'; 180°-270°-4300'; 270°-300°—4600'. 

Citv Pasco State, Wash.; Airport name, TrI Cities; Kiev., 403'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., P8C; Procedure No. VOR-20R, Arndt. 5; Ell. date, 6 Feb. 06; Sup. Arndt. No. 4; 
' Dated. 20 Feb. 65 





T-dn%. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn. 

800-1 

800-1 




S-dn-29R. 

800-1 

800-1 




A-dn®_. 

1000-2 

1000-2 


300-1 

800-1'v 

800-1 

1000-2 


Procedure turn E side of crs, 111° Outbnd, 291* Inbnd, 2100* within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1200'. 

Crs and distance, break oil point to approach end of Runway 29 R, 296 —0.6 mile. 

Hvisual contact°not established upon descent to authorised landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile of VOR, turn right, climb to 3000' on R 016* 
Within 10 miles. 

"Alternate mhihnums^iot authorized 2200'to0400 local time. Alternate minimums authorised 24 hours daily for air carriers with weather reporting service at the airport 
FcTokeofTs ail runways: Unless otherwise directed by ATC, the following departure procedure is recommended to insure adequate terraini and obstruction clearance: C limb 
on R in*. PSC VOR within 10 miles to cross PSC VOR at or above 1600', south bound on V-I12W. All maneuvering N side. R 111 , P8C VOR. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: QOUMW 0 —2600'; O0OM8O"—3400'; 180°-270 e —4300'; 270°-360°—4600'. 

City, Pasco; State, Wash.; Airport name, Trl Cities; Elov., 403'; Fac. Class., I/-BVOR; Ident., PSC; Procedure No. VOR-29R, Anult. 5; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. No. 4; 

Dated, 20 Feb. 65 

5. By amending the following very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR-DME) procedures 
prescribed in § 97.15 to read: 

VOR/DME Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radial® are magnetic. Elevations and altitude® are In feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unloss otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. . . 4 . .. * „ . , . . . , 

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below namod airport, It shall bo In accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 
unless on approach Is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorised by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
■hall be made over specified routes. M inimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More thou 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

£*rap Int. 

OGG VORTAC . 

Direct... 

6000 

T-dn#. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-»* 

JJ-niilc DME Fix, R 320® 

13-mile DME Fix, R 027°.. 

13-milc ARC_ 

1500 

C-dn. . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1H 

13-Tnile DMF. Fix, R 009®... 

13-milc DME Fix, R 027®. 

13-mile ARC. 

1500 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

13-miic DME Fix, R 027°._ 

5-mile DME Fix, R 027°. 

Direct. 

1000 

When 5-mile DME Fix, OGG, R 027° received, mini- 





mums become: 








S-dn-20. 

600-1 

500-1 

500-1 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 027° Outbnd, 207° Inbud, 1500' w ithin 20 mile®. Beyond 20 miles not authorised. , , w „ , 

^^c^authoriied by ATC, DME may be used between 10 and 15 miles from R 320° clockwise to 069® ot 1600' to position aircraft for final approach with elimination of pro- 

Minlmum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 700'; GOO' if 5-mile DME Fix received; 1000' over 5-mile DME Fix. 

gtyonaifport. BreakolT point to Runway 20, 200®—1 mile (1.6 DME). . ~ a , . , . 

ft <vno Vl ?. llu °° n tact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile of OO O VORTAC, turn left to 360°, intercept, 
n climbing to 3000' within 20 miles, reverse crs and climb to 5000' to VO RTAC or, when authorized by ATC, ami DME operating, proceed to 13-mile DME Fix, R 027° at 

•w and bold NE. 

(1) 570' tower, 4 miles W of airport. (2) Runway 20 restricted to 5290' available for landings due to trees in approach path, 
minimums, Runw ays 23. 20. and 17 arc 600-1, and all aircraft must cross airport, under visual conditions prior to departing on crs. All IFR aircraft must comply 
MQ? Kahului SID’s. 

MisA Within 25 miles of facility: 000®-000°-4300'; 090°-180°—12,100'; 180°~270°-7800'; 270°-300°—7000'. 

Kahului, Maui; 8tate, Hawaii; Airport name, Kahului; Kiev., 67'; Fac. Class., H-BVORTAC; Ident., OOG; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. date, 5 

Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 25 Dec. 65 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


VOR/DME Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 




Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
05 knots 

From— 

To- 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Harpoon Tnt _ 

Mango Tnt (17-mile DME Fix, OOO, 
R 190®). 

Int OGG. R 190® and LNY R 081® 
(9.8-mile DME Fix, OGG, R 19(F). 

Direct. 

4000 

T-dn#. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

Mango Int (17-mile DME Fix, OGG, R190®) 

Direct_ _ 

3000 

C-diu.. 

A-dn_ 

700-1 

800-2 

700-1 

8002 

700-14 

800-2 

solved, miui- 


When 5-mile DME Fix, OGG, R 190° rex 

Int OGO, R 190® and LNY R 081° (9.8-mlie 
DME Fix, OGO, R 1WF). 

OGG VORTAC (final)_ 

Direct... 

800 

mums become: 

C-dn. 

8-d-35... 

1 600-1 
500-1 

1 600 1 
500-1 

1 MO-14 

509-1 


Colling and visibility minimums 


Procedure turn not authorised. 

straight-in from Mango Int (17-mile DME Fix. OGG, R 190°) only. _ 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 800'; 600 if 5-mfle DME Fix, R 19(P received. 

If^isuL°wntucMiot established upon descent to authorised landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile* of OGG VORTAC, make right turn and 
climb on R 027° to 3000 witbiu 20 miles, reverse ers and climb to 5000' to VORTAC or, when authorized by ATC, and DME operating, proceed to 13-niile DME Fix, B 027° 

8t ^Caution!°0 )tower, 4 miles W of alrt>ort. (2) Runway 20 restricted to 6290' available for landing due to tree* in approach path. 

fTakeoiT mininiums. Runways 23,20, and 17 are 000-1 and all aircraft must cross airport under visual conditions prior to departing on ers. All 1FR aircraft must comply 
with published Kahului SID’s. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—4300'; 090®-180 6 -12,100 / ; 180°-270P—7800'; 270°-3Gtf J —7000\ 

City Kahului. Maui; State. Hawaii; Airport name, Kahului; Kiev., 67'; Fac. Class., H-BVORTAC; Ident., OOG; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 3, Amdt. 1; Eli. date, 5 

Feb. 60; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 25 Dec. 65 


10-mile DME Fix R 130® 

OMA VOR. 

Direct. 

2800 

T-dn®.. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

OMA VOR 

5-mile DME Fix, R 310®_ 

Direct. . 

2500 

C-d. 

700-1 

700-1 

700-14 

5-ndle DME Fix R 310® 

8 ft.mil* TIME FI*. U 310® 

Direct.. 

1900 

C-n.. 

700-14 

700-14 

700-14 

EOL VOR..’____ 

OMA VOR. 

Direct. 

2900 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 










Radar available. 

Procedure turn E side of era, 130® Outbnd, 310® Inbnd, 2800' within 10 mile*. __ 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 2800'; 5-mile DME Fix, 2500; 8.5-niil© DME Fix, 1900\ 

If Visual cwitacTn^cstaljlUhwJ upon descent to authorized landing mininiums or if landing not accomplished at 10.2-mfle DME Fix, R 310®, climb to 280O' on OMA VOR, 
R 310® within 30 miles of OMA VOR, turn right and return to OMA VOR or, when directed by ATC, make right turn, climbing to 2900', proceed to EOL \ O R. 

Note: When authorized by ATC, DME may be used via 10-mile DME Arcut 2900' altitude between OMA VOR, R 072® clockwise to R 131® to position aircraft for a straight- 
in approach with the elimination of the procedure turn. _ ^ „ __ 

Caution: 1339* bluff, 1.3 miles E; 1739' tower, 4 mile* WNW and 1746' tower, 3 miles SW of airport. Lighted airport, 5 miles SE. 

•Unless radar vectored after takeoff, climb to 2200' before proceeding in a westerly direction. 

MSA within 26 mile* of facility: 000°-270°-2700 / ; 270°-360°-2800'. 

City Omaha; Slate, Ncbr.; Airport name, Eppley Airfield; Elev.. 983'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., OMA^Proccdure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Amdt. 2; Eff. date, 5 Feb. to; 

Sup. Amdt. No. 1; Dated, 23 Jan. 65 


OordenA Int_ 

rilot Rock Int. 

Echo Int_ 

Cold Springs Int_- 

Mission Int.. 


PDT VOR... 

Direct... 

3500 

T-dn%. 

300-1 

300-1 

PDTVOR . 

Direct._. 

4500 

C-dn. 

500-1 

500-1 

PDT VOR__ 

Direct. 

3500 

S-dn-7#_ 

400-1 

400-1 

PDTVOR . 

Direct. 

3600 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

PDTVOR_ 

Direct__ 

3500 





20944 , 

600-14 

400-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side of era, 253® Outbnd, 073* Inbnd, 3500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2500'. 

I ^visual TOnta^Mt^st^hshod^upOT descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.6 miles after passing P DT VOR, make left-climbing 
turn direct to PDT VOR, continue climb to 4000' on R 263° within 10 miles of PDT VOR. „ . 41 ... 

Note: When authorized by ATC, DME may be used within 8 miles at 3500* to position aircraft for straight-ln approach with elimination of tlie procedure lurn. 

#400-H authorized, except for 4-engine turbojet aircraft with operative high-intensity runway lights. * * , a ri™ran<*- Climb 

Takeoff ail runways: Unless otherwise directed by A*TC. the following departure procedure is recommended to insure adequate terrain ttttd obstoucami c ^^ uthe{igt . 
direct to PDT VO RTAC, thonce continue climb on R 234°, p£>T VO RTAC within 15 miles so as to cross PDT VORTAC at or above: Southeastbouud, V-4, 20 OO, bournes 
bound, V-298, 2600'; South west l wind, V-281. 2500'. 

M^A within 25 mile* of faculty: o6o°-000^—5100'; 090 *-180®—6400'; 180 # -270®—5100'; 270°-360°—2800'. 

City, Pendleton; 8tate, Oreg.; Airport name, Pendleton Municipal; Elev.. 1493'; Fac. Class., H-BVORTAC; Ident., PDT; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Amdt. 7; EfT.d ile, 

5 Feb. 66; Sup. Amdt. No. 6; Dated, 31 July 65 


10.nilire DME Fi* R 013® 

8GF VOR.. 

Direct. 

2800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 


8QF VOR 

4-miles DME Fix, R 193®.. 

Direct. 

1800 

C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 






S-dn-19@. 

A-dn. 

400-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-2 



20044. 

500-14 

400-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn W side of ers. 013® Outbnd, 193® Inbnd, 2800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final^pproach ers, 2800'; over 4-milc DME Fix, 1800. 

If r vSi < I^^rnof<«faW?sh5 > i^n^««^t * I * * * V m 1 authorlzed landing minimums or if landing not accomplished at 6.8-mlle DME Fir, R 193®, climb to 3200 on K 203 , 

V ° N^ES^When authwized by'ATC, DME may be used to position aircraft on final approach ers at 2800' between R 254® clockwise to R 072® via 10-mUo DME Arc * 11,1 
elimination of the procedure turn. „ . A . . . . . . . 

@400-4 authorized with operative high-Intenslty runway lights, except for 4-engtne turbojet*. 

MSA within 25 mile* of facility: 090®-180°-4200'; 180®-090®-2600\ It t- Ed date, 

City, Springfield; State, Mo.; Airport name. Springfield Municipal: Elev., 1267'; Fac. Class., B VORTAC; Ident., SGF; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 1, Am . . 

5 Feb. 66; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 2 Nov. 63 
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6. By amending the following instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 97.17 to read: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and redials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc In feet M8L. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances arc In nautical 
mii<* * unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, It shall be In accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or os set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(foet) 

Condition 

2-engino or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Tulmadp** tnt, _ _ ___ 

Derby Int (final)... 

Direct. 

2800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

3001 

200-W 

Akron-Canton LOM_ _ 

Derby Int.. 

Direct. .. 

2800 

C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-lH 





S-dn-19#. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-i 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800 2 


ttauiu itv hi luuiv. 

Procedure turn E side N ers, 006° Outbnd, 186° Inbnd, 2800' within 10 miles of Derby Int. 

No glide slope, markers or compass locators. Descend to airport minimums after passing Derby Int or 5.7-mile Radar Fix. 

Minimum altitude over Derby Int or 5.7-mile Radar Fix, 2800'. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing uot accomplished within 5.7 miles after passing Derby Iut, clliub to 2800' on S 
ers, IL8 to LOM. Hold 8, 1-minute right turns, 000° Inbnd. 

#400 -H authorized with operative HIRL's, except for 4-cngine turbojet aircraft. 

City, Akron; State, Ohio; Airport name, Akron-Canton; Elev., 1228'; Fac. Class., IL8; Ident., I-CAK; Procedure No. 1LS 19 (bock ers), Amdt. 8; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 7; Doted, 20 Apr. 63 


ITfl VOR . ____... 

Alpine RBn (final) _ 

Direct. 

3400 

T-dn 6-24. 

80O-1H 

800-2 

800-1H 
800-2 

800-1H 
800-2 

Int .ViV’/VJtf 

Alpine RBn/Int _.__ 

Direct_ 

3400 

T-d 10-28_ 

ELM VOR . 

Alpine RBn.. 

Direct. 

3500 

T-n 10-28.. 

800-3 

800-3 

800-3 

Sayre Int 

Alpine RBn.. 

Direct....__ 

3400 

T-dn 1-19. 

NA 

NA 

NA 

hit, V252/NE ere localizer... 

Alpine RBn/Int (final)__ 

Direct.. 

3400 

C-d. 

1200-2 

1200-2 

1200-2 




C-n. 

S-dn-24#. 

A-d.. 

A-n. 

1200-3 

SOO-1H 

1400-2 

1400-3 

1200-3 

800-1M 

1400-2 

1400-3 

1200-3 
800-14 
1400-2 
1400-3 


Procedure turn N side of final approach ers, 069° Outbnd, 239° Inbnd, 3400' within 10 miles of Alpine RBn. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 3300'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 2237'—3.9 miles; at MM, int/—0.6 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.9 miles after passing outer marker or 7 miles after 
Passing Alpine RBn, climb on ers. 239° to 2500' within 10 miles. Then proceed direct to ELM VOR, climbing to 3400'. Hold W. ELM VOR, 1-minute right turns, 006° Inbnd. 

. Air Carkier Note: Sliding scale not authorized. No reduction in landing visibility minimums authorized for local conditions. No reduction In takeoff minimums au¬ 
thorized. 

Departure procedures: Runway 6: Climb Outbnd on the localizer ers through 2500' before proceeding as cleared. Runway 24: Climb on the ELM VOR, R 066° toward 
| J'M VO R through 2500' before proceeding as cleared. Runway 28: Make left-climbing turn as soon as practical after takeoff to l ntcrcept the ELM VOR, R 066°, then via the 
ELM VOR, R 006° toward the ELM VO R until through 2500' before proceeding as cleared. Ruuway 10: Make left turn as soon as practical after tukeoff proceeding on u direct ’ 
ersto the Alpine RBn until through 2600' before proceeding as cleared. 

Note: High terrain, N and S of airport. High towers, 8 of airport. 

Other changes: Deletes transitions from ATE VOR and ATE VOR, R 129° and NE ers, localizer and caution note, 
required when glide slope not utilized. 

City, Elmira; State, N.Y.; Airport name, Chemung County; Elev., 951'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ELM; Procedure No. ILS-24, Amdt. 6; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 5; Dated, 24 Apr. 65 


IND VOR... 
fibclbyvlllo VOR! 

Quincy Int_ 


LOM. 

LOM. 

LOM (final) 


Direct.. 

Via SHBVOR, 
R 276° 

Direct.. 


2400 

T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 

2400 

C-du.. 

400-1 

500-1 


S-dn-4**$. 

200->* 

200-H 

2400 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 


200- 
500-1 H 
200-H 
000-2 


Radar available. 

Frooedure turn S side SW ers, 224° Outbnd, 044° Inbnd. 2400' within 10 miles of LOM. 
alti| ude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 2400'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 2378'—5.9 miles; at MM, 960'—0.5 mile. 

*<« tl v.« contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.9 miles after passing LOM, climb to 3000' and proceed 
J»the NE ers, ILS to R 293°, SHB VOR, then via R 293° to SUB VOR or, when directed by ATC, (1) climb to 3000' on NE ers, ILS and proceed to Castlcton Int; (2) make 
1 cli . ,nb U) 3()00/ . and proceed direct to IND VOR. 

2 change; Deletes transition from IND RBn. 

Jsfra R 4000) required if glide sloi>e inoperative. 400-H (RVR 2400) authorized, except for 4-engine turbojet aircraft, with operative ALS. 

•mm/d** authoriz ed on Runway 4. _ 

nv R 2400'. Descent below’ 997' not authorized unless approach lights are visible. 

City, Indianapolis; State, Ind.; Airport name, Indianapolis Municipal (Weir Cook); Elev., 797'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-IND; Procedure No. ILS-4, Amdt. 11; Eff. date, 

5 Feb. 66; Sup. Ainat. No. 10; Dated, 18 Dec. 65 



Innes Int_... 

Innes Int. 

Lines Int. 


Direct. 

Direct—. 

Direct. 


1500 

1500 

1500 


T-dn. 

C-dn. 

8-dn-9R#. 
A-dn__ 


300-1 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 


200-H 
600-1 
400-i 
800-2 


Radar available. 

N side of ers, 267° Outbnd, 087° Inbnd, 1400' wlthiu 10 miles of Innes Int 
over limes Int on final approach ers, 1000'. 

If viKn?/ St ? nCe ' Inncs 1111 to Runway 9R, 087°—4.7 miles. 

m 1-mi a not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.7 miles after passing Innes Int, climb to 150<y on E 

’Note- m P W,th i n 20 ml,es or ’ when ATC, climb to 1500' on ers, 087° to MI LOM. 

*4oa »' S.t ro f ed uro turn nonstandard due to ATC request. (2) One-minute holding pattern over Innes Int, left turns, 087° Inbnd, may be used In lieu of procedure turn. 
7k uiinorized, except for 4-engine turbojet aircraft, with operative high-intensity runway lights. 

Uy ’ Muuu,: Rto.; Airport name, Miami International; Elev., 9'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MIA; Procedure No. ILS-9R (back ere), Amdt. 2; Eff. date, 6 Feb. 66; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 1; Link'd, 18 Aug. 64 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 



Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Coarse and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2 -engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more Hum 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or loss 

More than 
65 knots 

RSY VOR 

LOM . 

Direct _ 

1500 

1300 

1500 

1500 

1500 

1500 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

500-1 

200-4 

600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

200-«4 

600-2 

200-.4 
500-14 
200-4 
600-2 

Oceanside Int. .... -i-.-.. _.. 

LOM (final) __ 

Direct. 

C-du. . 

MLA VOR .. 

LOM . .— 

Direct. ... 

S-dn-27L* . 

PUR RRn 

TOM _ 

Direct . 

A-dn . 

Golden Beach VHP Int __ ____ 

LOM . 

Direct ... 


Daub* VHF Int 

LOAL. .- . 

Direct ... 





Radar available. 

Procedure turn *'8 side of crs, 087* Outbnd, 207° Inbnd, 140CP within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude ut glide slope interception Inbnd, 1300'. , , „ 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1235 —4.4 miles at MM, 204 0.8 mile. tlI 

If visual con tact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landmg uot accomplislied within 4.4 miles lifter passing LOM, climb to 1500' on YY ers 
of MIA LCLZR within 20 miles of MI LOM. , ^ , /rtV _ .. T . . . . „ _ 

Notes: (1) Holding pattern with 287° Inbnd ers to MI LOM, left turns may be used in lieu of procedure turn. (2) Oceanside Int may be used In lieu of procedure turn 
when authorized by Miami approach control. . , „ 

•400-H required when glide slofie inoi>crative. 400-4 authorized, except for 4-engine turbojot aircraft, with operative ALS. 

••Nonstandard duo to ATC. 

City Miami: State, Fla.; Airport name, Miumi International; Elev., V\ Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MLA; Procedure No. ILS-27L, Arndt. 3; EfT. date, 5 Fob. 08; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 2; Dated, 23 Jan. 65 


Pnti'rson RRn 

EB LMM .. 

Direct. 

2000 

T-dn%. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

EB LMM 

AR LOM (final)___ 

Direct . 

2000 

C-dn#_ 

«XM 

flOO-1 

600-14 





S-dn-22#*_ 

200-H 

200-H 

200-4 





A-dn#... 

UM> | 

600-2 

GOO-2 





The following minimums apply to turbojet aircraft 





when circling W of Runways 4/22 centerlines ex- 





tended:# 








C-dn.1 

| 900-2 

I 900-2 1 

[ 900-2 





A-dn.. 

900-2 

900-2 

900-2 


Radar available. 

Procedure turn W side NE ers, 037° Outbnd, 217* Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope Interception Inbound, 2000'. . . lt 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1936'—5.8 miles; at MM, 237 —0.0 mile. . „ , , ... .. . . ^ .. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.8 milfa after passing LOM, climb to Knugnt 
ahead on SW ers of Newurk ILS to Amboy V11K Int, then turn ri K l,t ami ,*oce«d direct to Kthnae VI1F Int at Mg HnldSW KlUner tot. ri^fattarna, 1 mhrnto, agfabpj; 

Caution: (1) Building. 698'—2.2 miles N of airport. (2) 50'hangar row, 200* E of approoch light lane between MM and end of Runway 22. (3) iLg 

over Tcterboro LMM. Teterboro OM and Newurk OM at approximately same geographic location and signals ore simultaneously keyed to Indicate one OM serving two ina 
systems. 

•600-1 required wlien glide slope inoperative. 

%RVR 2000' authorized Runways 4 and 22. 

£RV R 2000'. Descent below 218' not authorized unless approach lights are visible. 

City. Newark; State, N.J.: Airport name, Newark; Elev., 18'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ARK; Procedure No. ILS-22, Amdt. 11; EfT. date, 5 Feb. 06; Sup. Arndt. No. 10; 

Dated, 13 Nov. 65 


NeolaVOR___ 

OM LOM. 

OMA VOR... 

Keg Int.. 


XT.-jr Tnt ___ __ _ 

Direct .. 

2900 

T-dnlT_ 

300-1 

300-1 

Keg Int ...___ 

Direct.. 

2700 

C-d... 

700-1 

700-1 

Keg Int . 

Direct. 

2500 

C-n. 

700-14 

700-14 

KtarJc Int _ 

Direct.. 

1800 

8-dn-32@. 

500-1 

600-1 




A-dn-..-- 

800-2 

800-2 


m 

700-14 

500-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn E side of ers, 136° Outbnd, 316° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 milea. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over Keg Int on final approach ers, 2500'; over Stack Int, 1800\ 

Crs and distance. Keg Int to airport, 316°—5.5 miles. 8tack Int to airport, 310°—3.0 miles. 

Ifvisua? contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3 inilos after passing Stack Int, climb to 2700' on ^ 
of 316° to LOM or. when directed by ATC, make right turn, climbing to 2900* direct to EOL VOR. 

•Unless radar vectored after takeoff, climb to 2200' prior to proceeding in a westerly direction. 

##RV R ('M 00 feet) authorized Runway 14. 

fe. Reduction below 1 -mile visibility not authorized. If SAL8 inoperative at idght, 500-14 minimums apply. ^ M __ 

Caution; 133YK Bluff, 1.3 miles E; 1739'TV tower, 4 miles WNW; 1746'TV tower, 3 miles SW of airport. Lighted airport, 5 miles SE. 

City. Omaha: State. Ncbr.; Airport name, Epplcy Airfield; Elcv.. 083'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident.. I-OMA; Procedure No. ILS-32 (Lack crs), Amdt. 7; EfT. date, 5 Pel).«; P- 
* Amdt. No. 0; Dated, 23 Jam 65 


ximintM Tnl 

LOM___ 

Direct. 

2800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

500-1 

200-4 

600-2 

I'rnnA Int 

LOM .-. 

Direct.. 

2800 

C-du. 

400-1 

200-4 

SOF VOR __....._............. 

LOM . 

Direct.. 

2800 

8-dn-l@.- 

Miller Int 

LOM____ 

Direct. 

3000 

A-dn.. - 

600-2 

Int 

LOM.... 

Direct... 

2800 




8GF RBn _II. 

LOM.. 

Direct.... 

2600 





5& 

200-4 

600-2 


Procedure turn E side of crs. 195° Outbnd, 015° Inbnd, 2600' within 10 miles. 


riUtXUUIU miu r. Bine *1ro vru»un«, *•*•"•*'*, .. . — 

Minimum altitude of glido sloi>e interception Inbnd, 2500'. , w*, , M 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 2440'—3.6 miles; at MM, 1465 -0.5 mile. . .. LOM dimb to 2S00' on N crs 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if lauding not accomplished within 3.6 miles after passing l.u , 

° f 1 hfoTR^Wheu authorized by°ATC, SOF VORTAC DME may be used to position aircraft ou S crs of ILS at 3000' between R 135° clockwise to R 260 3 via l8 ~ mU 

ArC ’^When l glidesl^e nrt^ll^: 1 4«K1 required, 400-4 authorized with operative high-intensity runway lights or ALS, exoept for 4-cngine turbojets, re<3uct, ° 1 

mile visibility not authorized. 5 Feb o6; Sup. 

City Springfield: State, Mo.; Airport name, Springfield Municipal; Elev., 1267'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-SOF; Procedure No. ILS-1, Amdt. 5; Kn. ou » 

Amdt. No. 4 ; Dated, 29 Aug. 64 
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ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 



Transition 



Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
orless 

More than 
65 knots 

8GF VOR ■ _ 

Spring Int. 

Direct. 

2800 

T-dn. 

300-1 
500-1 
800-1 
800-2 
ninhnums a] 
and Glide we 
400-1 

300-1 
500-1 
500-1 
800-2 
pply for air 
1 Int identtl 
400-1 

200-H 

500-l>* 

500-1 

800-2 

craft having 
led: 

400-1 




C-dn. 

S-dn-19©. 

A-dn_ 

The following n 
ADF receiver i 
S-dn-19<&@,. 


Procedure turn W of crs, 015° Outbnd, 105° Inbnd, 2800' within 10 miles of Sprint; Int. 

Minimum altitude over Spring Int on final approach crs, 2800'; over Olidewell Int, 1800'. 

Crs and distance, Spring Int to Runway 19, 195 c —6.8 miles; (Jlidewell Int to Runway 19,195®—2.7 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.8 miles after passing Spring Int. climb to 32UO' on 
R 203°, SOF VOR and proceed to Billings Int or, when directed by ATC, climb to 2000' on S era, ILS and proceed to LOM. 

Note: When authorized by ATC, SUF VORTAC DME may be used to position aircraft on N crs of ILS at 3000' between R 260° clockwise to R 090® via 10-mlie DME 
ARC, with elimination of procedure turn. 

«8004f authorized with operative high-intensity runway lights, except for 4-engine turbojets. 

@@400-^ authorized with operative high-intensity runway lights, except tor 4-engine turbojets. 

City, Springfield; State, Mo.; Airport name, Springfield Municipal; Elev., 1267'; Fac. Class., ILS; Idont., I-SGF; Procedure No. ILS-19 (back crs), Arndt. 6; EH. date, 5 Feb 66’ 

Sup. Arndt. No. 5; Dated, 29 Aug. 64 


ARDVOR__ 

PNEVOR_ 

Kosal lilt.J.. 


LOM. 

Direct 

2000 

Rosal Int..... 

Via R 010°. 

2000 

LOM (final). 

Direct. 

1900 




T-dn_... 

C-dn_ 

S-dn-6*#. 

A-dn... 


2004’ 


300-1 
500-1 

2004* 

eoo-2 msss m s m _ 

The following minimums apply to 4-englne turbojet 
aircraft:# 


300-1 

500-1 

2004 * 

600-2 


H 
500-1H 
200-H 
600-2 


C-dn. 

S-dn-6**... 
A-dn_ 


600-2 

300-H 

800-2 


Radnr available. 

Procedure lurn S side of crs, 236° Outbnd, 056° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 1900'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1865'—5 miles; at MM, 408'— 0.5 mile. 

In* ££"£<£*2 PN EVU K *233*8? “"mlnute'rl.’hl'^rnr ” * U ” <U " 8 "° l BCCOIn < > ' ish ' d *«“" 5 '" flra P"* 0 * Trel “™ L0M > rigM-dimb- 

Note: After interception of localizer crs, Inbnd, descent on glide slope to cross outer marker at 1865' is authorized. 

*400^1 requhed^die^gSdeskJpet i JJ° IX ‘™ tlve - autliorizcd without glide slope and with operative SALS, except for 4-cngtne turbojet. 

City, Trenton; State, N.J.; Airport name, Mercer County; Elev., 213'; Fac. Class., ILS; Idcnt., I-TTN; Procedure No. ILS-6, Arndt. Orig.; E£f. date, 5 Feb, 


Youngstown VOR... 

Hubbard RBn .. . 

Direct. 

2800 

2700 

3000 

2800 

3000 

3100 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

2004 * 

600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

2004 * 

600-2 

200 -H 

fiOO-lf. 

2004* 

600-2 

Hubbard RBn. 

LOM (final)_ __ 

Direct_..... 

C-dn 

Mercer Int.. 

Hubbard RBn. 

Direct_I. 

Direct 

«_dn-32i 

ghwpsville Int 

Hubbard RBn. 

*- VI11 U«.f — . 

A-dn 

Palestine- Int . 

Hubbard RBn _ 

Direct _ 


Canfield Int_ __ ..... __ 

Hubbard RBn . 

Direct _ 













, 1385'—0.6 mile 


<Ulrc ? side of ***• 140 ° Outbnd. 320® Inbnd, 280</ within 10 miles of Hubbard RBn.* 

EUnimum altitude at glide slope Interception Inbnd, 2700'. 

If vwS ? *, Ud ? 8lope distance to approach end or runway at OM, 2630'—4.7 miles; at MM, 1J__ 

ibead mn£L n.iJf?.!!?* * 8 f abltehed apg 1 dcscent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.7 miles after passing LOM, climb to 2700' straight 
* ftSSiffiLSS Youngstown VOR. Hold N on R 003®, YN G VO R, 1-minute right turns, 183® Inbnd at 2700'. ' g 

mredurc turn predicated on Hubbard RBn. Maintain 2800* uiiUi passing Hubbard RBn Inbnd. 

"w -,4 required with glide slope Inoperative. 400 M authorized, except for 4-engine turbojet aircraft, with operative ALS. 

*7, T oungstown; State, Ohio; Airport name, Youngstown Municipal; Elev., 1196'; Fac. Class., ILS; Idont., T-YNG; Procedure No. ILS-32, Arndt. 13; Eff. date 5 Feb 66- 

Sup. Arndt. No. 12; Dated, 6 Feb. 65 ' 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


7. By amending the following radar procedures prescribed in § 97.19 to read: 

Radar Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radlals are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc in feet, MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
mllos unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If a radar instrument approach is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 
in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches shall bo made over specilicd 
routes. Minimum altitude(s) shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular urea or as set forth below. Positive Identification must be estab* 
lished with the radar controller. From initial contact with radar to final authorized landing minimums, the instructions of the radar controller are mandatory except when 
(A) visual contact is established on final approach at or before descent to the authorized landing minimums, or (B) at pilot’s discretion if it appears desirable to discontinue 
the approach, except when the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final approach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) communication 
on final approach is lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach, or for more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approacli; (B) directed by radar controller; 
(C) visual contact is not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums; or (D) if landing is not accomplished. 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

* 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 



000°. 

360?. 

20 miles.. 

1700 

T-dn.__ 


1 

FI 






Precision api 

Loach 

1 





8-dn. 6 R. 33L. J 

1 

200-U 





Surveillance approach 






C-dn 6 R. 


400-1 





C-dn 33 L_.. 


600-1 





S-dn 0 R*. 


400-1 





S-dn, 33 L. 

.-. 

600-1 

1 


All bearings and distances are from radar antenna with sector and azimuths progrsssing clockwise. 

If visual contact not established upou descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished, turn left, climb to 200O' on R 280°, SHA VOR within 20 
es. 

Notes: (1) Authorized for military use only except by prior arrangement. (2) Procedure authorized for rotary wing aircraft only. 

•400-4* authorized with operative high-intensity runway lights. 

City, Fort Rucker; 8tate, Ala.; Airport name, Shell A11P; Kiev., 400'; Fac. Class, and Ident., Shell Radar; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. date, 5 Fob. G6 


PROCEDURE CANCELED, EFFECTIVE 5 FEB. 1966. 

City, Lincoln; State, Nebr.; Airport name, Lincoln Municipal/AFB; Kiev., 1196'; Fac. Class, and Ident., Lincoln Radar; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 2; Eli. date, 2 Oct. 65; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 15 May 65 


All directions____ 

Radar site... 

Within: 

25 miles_ 

2500 


All directions#...._. 

Radar site... ...._____ 

20 miles.. 

1500 

C-dn.. 

lmi 0 _ 

223° 

4—15 miles.. 

1000 

S-d»-4R" 




A-dn-4R_ 





T-dn*. 

C-dn. 

8-dn-4L_ 

S-dn-22R... 
S-dn-31 R%. 
A-dn-All... 


Precision api >roach 


500-1 

2004 * 

600-2 


Surveillance approach 


300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 


600-1 

2004* 

600-2 


300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 


MO-14 

2004* 

600-2 


2004* 

eoo-ii* 

600-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 


All bearings are from the radar site with azimuth progressing clockwise. TKK - 

If visuni contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, Runway 4R, 4L: Make right-climbing turn to 3000 on j r a. 
VO R, R 077* to DPK VO R. Hold E, 1-minute left turns, Inbnd ers, 267°, Runway 22U, 31R: Make left-cUinbing turn to 2000' on JFK VO R, U 189° to Channel tot lloia 
8, 1-minute right turns, Inbnd ers, 009°. 

Caution: Circling minimums do not provide standard clearance over 277' stack 1.1 miles SSE of airport 
#Exccpt W of LG A VOR rndials 045°-21»°, 2600' minimum altitude required. 

•RVR 2000' authorized Runways 4R, 22L. 31L. RVR 2400' authorized 31R. 

•*RV R 2000'. Descent below 212* not authorized unless approach lights arc visible. 

% 4004* authorized, except for 4-engino turbojet aircraft, with operative high-intensity runway lights. 

City, New York; State, N.Y.; Airport name, John F. Kennedy International; Kiev., IS'; Fac. Class, and Ident., Kennedy Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 10; Eft. date, 5 Kb- 

66; Sup. Amdt. No. 9; Dated, 18 Doc. 05 

2004* 


000 °. 

000 °. 

000 °.. 


300°. 

360°. 

360°. 


0-5 miles.. 

0-7 miles_ 

7-25 miles. 


2700 

2800 

3000 


T-dn.I 300-1 | 300-1 

Surveillance approacli 


Runways 1 and 32: 

C-dn. 

S-dn-1,32. 


400-1 

400-1 


600-1 

400-1 


Runway 10: 

C-dn. 

S-dn-19. 


Surveillance approach 


600-1 

600-1 


600-1 

600-1 


Surveillance approach 

Runway 14: 

C-dn.. 


S-dn-14- 

A-dn. 


600-1 

500-1 

800-2 


500-1 

600-1 

800-2 


60044 

400-1 


600-1.4 

C00-1 


500-14 

600-1 

800-2 


If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if lauding not accomplished, Runway 1: Make loft turn climbing to i J*LOW* 

VOR. It 216° and proceed Outhnd within 20 miles of ICT VOR or, when directed by ATC, climb to 3400' on 011° heading and proceed Outbnd on Oil bearlnjj w jthin 

intercept ICT VOR, R 028° and proceed to Whitewater Int. Runway 19: Make right turn climbing to 3400', intercept ICT VO It, R 216° and 2 and proceed 

20 miles or. when directed by ATC, climb to 2700' and proceed directly to IC LOM. Runway 14: Make right turn climbing to 3400', intercept ICT VO^ sitf, 
Outbnd on R 216° within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, make right turn climbing to 2700' and proceed directly to IC LOM. Runway 32: Make left turn c» 

Intercept ICT VOR, R 216° and proceed Outbnd within 20miles or, when directed by ATC, make left turn climbing to 2700' and proceed directly to IO lom. 

Note: Radar transition altitude: All bearings and distances are from Wichita Municipal Airport. , 

City, Wichita; State, Kans.; Airport name, Wichita Municipal; Kiev., 1332'; Fac. Class, and Ident., Wichita Radar; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. Orig.; EfT. date, 5 Fe 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 27—WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1966 



















































































RULES AND REGULATIONS 


2543 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes 



Ceiling and visibility minlmums 

From 

To 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dlst. 

Alt. 

Dlst. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dlst. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt 

Condition 

2-enginc or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

070 

210 
350 
070 
d rants 

20 

20 

20 

7000 

15 

7100 









Surveillance nntirnarli 

210 

350 

All qua 

4100 

6100 

15 

15 

3700 

40)0 









T-dn#_ 

1 tAh 

i 

600-1 
100O-1M 
1000-1H 

900-1 

1200-2 

600-1 

1000-1H 

1000-lH 

900-1H 

1200-2 









10 

3500 







C-dn*.. 

000 

220 

220 

060 





5 

6 

3200 

3000 





S-dn-4.. 

— 

-——* 

--— 

— 

— 

- — 





S-dn 10-22. 

A-dn. 


Runwav 22: Climb straight ahead to 3000' on direct erg to Crystal Lake RBn. Tlold SW, 1-minute left turns, Inbnd ers, 043°. 

Runway 4: Climb to 3600' on ers, 043° from the Wilkes-Barre LOM, tlicn proceed direct to the Wilkes-Barre VOB, maintain 4000'. Hold E, 1-miuute right turns, Inbnd 

ers, m°. 

Runway 10: Make an Immediate left-climbing turn so as to intercept a ers of 043° from Wilkes-Barre LOM, climb to 3600' on ers, 043°, then make right turn, proceed direct to 
Wilkes-Barre VO R, maintain 4000 7 . Hold E, 1-ininute right turns, Inbnd ers, 268°. 

Note: 1900' High terrain to E, SE, and S of airport within 2,5 miles. 

Am Cakkikk Note: Sliding scale not authorised. 

•Circling approaches are prohibited in tliat area SE of Runway 4/22 centerlines extended. 

#Takeotf miuimums for Runways 10 and 16, 600-2 day, 800-2 night. 

City, Wilkes-Barre; State, Pa.; Airport name, Wilkcs-Barrc-Scranton; EIcv., 956'; Fnc. Class, and Ident., Wilkes-Barre Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 3; Eff. date, 5 Feb. 66; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 2; Dated, 7 Aug. 65 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 307(c) , 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348 (c) , 1354(a). 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on January 3,1966. 

C. W. Walker, 

Acting Director, Flight Standards Service. 
(F.R. Doc. 66-1469; FUed, Feb. 8, 1966; 8:51 ajn.J 


Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter 111—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service—Meat Inspection, De¬ 
partment of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER A—MEAT INSPECTION 
REGULATIONS 

PART 304 — APPLICATIONS FOR IN¬ 
SPECTION OR EXEMPTION; RETAIL 
BUTCHERS, RETAIL DEALERS, AND 

farmers 


Miscellaneous Amendments 

On November 9, 1965, there was pub- 
wsned in the Federal Register (30 F.R. 
£* 108 ) a notice of proposed amendments 
jothe Meat Inspection Regulations (9 
y? i Sub chapter A, as amended), 

In ^ ng , t0 exem Ptions for retail butchers 
ana dealers. After due consideration of 
cvan ^ niters submitted in con- 
iho * notice » and pursuant to 

SlH Utho . rity con *erred by the Meat In- 
9 V 7 A°?/ Ct ’ ** amended (21 U.S.C. 71- 
3 nd d ; 30 ! 4 of the regulations (9 CFR 
304 ? , ^reby deleted and §§ 304.2 and 
304 ^ e regulations (9 CFR 304.2, 

are hereby amended as follows: 

§3 ° 4 - 2 I Amended] 

edbv^l 304 ;^’ para graph (a) is amend- 
the n 0 H^i ng * the foUowln & Proviso before 
lend ^ of the first sen- 

Piicant f ov k lded • however, Tliat any ap- 
icate nf °\ lnspection who held a certif- 
retaii d#S em £i ion as a retail butcher or 
Cannii^ Z ka^atdy prior to mak- 
P cation for inspection may sub¬ 


mit the drawings and plot plan required 
by this paragraph at any time within one 
year after making such application/* 

2. Section 304.3 is amended to read: 

§ 304.3 Retailers* exemptions. 

(a) Statutory provisions; interpreta¬ 
tion of term “consumer” The Meat In¬ 
spection Act authorizes the Secretary of 
Agriculture, at his discretion, to permit 
any retail butcher or retail dealer to 
transport in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce to consumers and meat retailers 
in any one week not more than 5 car¬ 
casses of cattle, 25 carcasses of calves, 
20 carcasses of sheep, 25 carcasses of 
lambs, 10 carcasses of swine, 20 carcasses 
of goats, or 25 carcasses of goat kids, or 
the equivalent of fresh meat therefrom, 
and to transport in such commerce to 
consumers only salted, cured, canned or 
otherwise prepared meat or meat food 
products, which have not been inspected 
and marked as “Inspected and Passed'* 
in accordance with the Act and the regu¬ 
lations thereunder. The term “con¬ 
sumer** is interpreted to mean household 
consumer, restaurant, hotel, boarding 
house, hospital, or similar institution as 
determined by the Director of Division. 

(b) Definition of retail butcher and 
dealer. The Act defines a “retail 
butcher** ana a “retail dealer*’ to mean 
any person, partnership, association, or 
corporation chiefly engaged in selling 
meat or meat food products to consumers 
only. In administration of the Act, any 
person, partnership, association or cor¬ 
poration will be deemed to be chiefly en¬ 
gaged in selling meat or meat food prod¬ 
ucts tc consumers only, if more than 50 
percent of the meat and meat food prod¬ 
ucts sold by such entity and all its af¬ 


filiates are sold to consumers. Any such 
entity will be deemed to be a retail 
butcher or dealer under the Act only if 
in each quarter of the calendar year, the 
average weekly volume of fresh meat 
sold by it and all its affiliates does not 
exceed 35,000 pounds and the average 
weekly volume of prepared meat and 
meat food products sold by it and all its 
affiliates does not exceed 20,000 pounds. 
For the purposes of this paragraph, any 
entity that controls, is controlled by, or 
is under common control with any other 
entity shall be deemed to be an affiliate 
of the latter. 

(c) Application for exemption. Ap¬ 
plication for permission to transport 
products which have not been inspected, 
examined, and marked as inspected and 
passed may be made by any retail butcher 
or retail dealer as defined in paragraph 
(b). A separate application shall be 
made with respect to each establishment 
for which such permission is desired. A 
separate conditional exemption confer¬ 
ring such permission will be granted and 
evidenced by an exemption certificate 
with respect to each eligible establish¬ 
ment. 

(d) Conditions of exemption. Exemp¬ 
tion will not be granted for any estab¬ 
lishment if any business is transacted 
at the establishment in the name of any¬ 
one other than the applicant, e.g., in the 
name of a parent company, subsidiary, 
or tenant of the applicant; or if the es¬ 
tablishment is not regularly maintained 
iii a sanitary condition and consistently 
operated ir. a manner that will insure 
compliance with paragraph (e) of this 
section; or unless more than 50 percent 
of the meat and meat food products sold 
at the establishment by the retail butcher 
or retail dealer are sold to consumers. 


No. 27 . 
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(e) Requirements applicable to ex¬ 
empted retailers. (1) Exempted retail¬ 
ers shall, with respect to the operation 
of their exempted establishments, con¬ 
form to the same regulations in Parts 
301-328 of this subchapter as apply to 
official establishments to the extent such 
regulations are applicable, including but 
not limited to the regulations regarding 
labeling, the use of dyes, chemicals, and 
preservatives, and the prescribed treat¬ 
ment of pork to destroy trichinae as re¬ 
quired under Part 318 of this subchapter. 

(2) On request of the Director of Divi¬ 
sion, or an employee designated by him, 
each exempted retailer shall furnish such 
information concerning his business and 
operations as is relevant with respect to 
the exemption of his establishment or 
establishments under this section. Each 
such retailer shall maintain for 1 year 
adequate records of each of his sales of 
meat and meat food products, for Di¬ 
vision review. 

(f) Effect of exemption. (1) Exemp¬ 
tion under this section will authorize the 
exempted retailer to transport to con¬ 
sumers and meat retailers in any one 
week from all of his exempted establish¬ 
ments a total of not in excess of the 
numbers of carcasses of cattle, calves, 
sheep, lambs, swine, goats, and goat kids, 
specified in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion, or the fresh meat equivalent there¬ 
of, which have not been inspected, ex¬ 
amined and marked as inspected and 
passed in accordance with the Act and 
the regulations in Parts 301 through 328 
of this subchapter, and to transport to 
consumers only within the limits per¬ 
mitted under paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion, salted, cured, canned, or otherwise 
prepared meat or meat food products 
which have not been so inspected, ex¬ 
amined, and marked. 

(2) Exemption under this section will 
authorize transportation of such prod¬ 
ucts by the exempted retailer or the 
eligible customer, or the employees of 
such retailer or customer, and the offer of 
such products by such retailer, customer, 
or employees to a common or other car¬ 
rier for transportation, and receipt 
and transportation of such products by 
such carrier, in accordance with the Act 
and this section. 

(3) Exemption under this section will 
authorize the transportation of such 
products only for the purpose of supply¬ 
ing the customers of the exempted re¬ 
tailer; and carcasses, fresh meat, and 
prepared meat and meat food products 
transported under such an exemption to 
a consumer-customer shall be delivered 
directly to the domicile of the customer 
in the case of a household consumer-cus¬ 
tomer and directly to the food-prepara¬ 
tion facility of the customer in the case 
of any other consumer-customer, and 
carcasses or fresh meat transported 
under such an exemption to a meat re¬ 
tailer-customer shall be delivered directly 
to the retail store of such retailer. 

(g) Withdrawal of exemption. Ex¬ 
emption under this section may be with¬ 
drawn and the exemption certificate 
canceled by the Director of Division with 


respect to one or more exempted estab¬ 
lishments operated by any exempted re¬ 
tail butcher or retail dealer under this 
section, as provided in § 304.2 or if he 
determines that the exemption holder no 
longer qualifies for exemption under 
paragraph (b) of this section or that 
there exists any condition specified in 
paragraph (d) of this section which 
would disqualify the establishment or 
establishments for exemption under this 
section, or that the exemption holder has 
failed to comply with any requirement 
under paragraph (e) or (f) of this sec¬ 
tion or any other applicable provision of 
the regulations in Parts 301-328 of this 
subchapter or of the Meat Inspection 
Act. 

(34 Stat. 1264, 21 U.S.C. 89; 29 F.R. 16210, as 
amended; 30 F.R. 1260, as amended) 

These amendments provide for ex¬ 
emption of the smaller retail butchers 
and meat dealers as contemplated by the 
Congress in the retailers’ exemption pro¬ 
visions of the Meat Inspection Act. Pro¬ 
visions are made in the amendments to 
permit currently exempted operators, 
who will not qualify for exemption under 
these amendments, to obtain Federal in¬ 
spection without interruption of their 
business operations, by allowing them 1 
year to meet the requirements for sub¬ 
mission of drawings and plot plans in¬ 
cidental to obtaining inspection. 

The amendments are the same as 
those proposed in the notice of rule- 
making except for minor changes in 
§ 304.3(e) (2) to specify the period of one 
year for retention of records by ex¬ 
empted retailers, and in § 304.3(f) (3) to 
clarify the requirement that meat and 
other articles transported under a re¬ 
tailers’ exemption to a consumer- 
customer shall be delivered directly to 
the domicile of the customer in the case 
of a household consumer-customer and 
directly to the food preparation facility 
of the customer in the case of any 
other consumer-customer. These 
changes do not impose additional re¬ 
quirements upon persons subject to the 
regulations and it does not appear that 
public rule-making procedure with re¬ 
spect to them would make additional in¬ 
formation available to the Department. 
Therefore, under section 4 of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003), 
it is found upon good cause that such 
public procedure concerning the changes 
is unnecessary. 

The amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 30 days after publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 


Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 

Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board 

SUBCHAPTER C—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND 
LOAN SYSTEM 

l No. 19,690] 

PART 543—INCORPORATION, ORGA¬ 
NIZATION, AND CONVERSION 

Organization of New Federal Savings 
and Loan Association 

February 3 , 1966 . 

Resolved that, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure having been duly afforded (31 
F.R. 225) and all relevant material pre¬ 
sented or available having been con¬ 
sidered by it, the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, upon the basis of such con¬ 
sideration and of determination by it 
of the advisability of amendment of Part 
543 of the rules and regulations for the 
Federal Savings and Loan System (12 
CFR Part 543) and for the purpose of 
effecting such amendment, hereby 
amends said Part 543 as follows, effec¬ 
tive February 9. 1966: 

Part 543 aforesaid is hereby amended 
by adding after § 543.7 a new section, 
§ 543.7-1, as follows: 

§ 513.7—1 Federal association proposed 
by Federal Savings and Loan Insur* 
ance Corporation. 

The provisions of the preceding sec¬ 
tions of this Part 543 shall not be ap- 
licable to a Federal association which is 
proposed by the Federal Savings and 
Loan Insurance Corporation in the ex¬ 
ercise of authority granted by section 
406 of the National Housing Act, as 
amended. The incorporation and orga¬ 
nization of such Federal association shall 
be deemed to be complete when so de¬ 
termined by the Board. 

(Sec. 5, 48 Stat. 132, as amended; 12 US.C. 
1464. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 F.R. 4981, 
3 CFR, 1947 Supp.) 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

[seal] Harry W. Caulsen, 

Secretary . 

I F.R. Doc. 66-1406; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:50 a.m.) 


Title 17—COMMODITY AND 
SECURITIES EXCHANGES 


Note: Tho reporting and/or record-keep¬ 
ing requirements contained herein have been 
approved by the Bureau of the Budget In 
accordance with the Federal Reports Act of 
1942. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 4th day 
of February 1966. 

R. K. Somers, 

Deputy Administrator , Con¬ 
sumer Protection , Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

I F.R. Doc. 66-1426; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:51 a.m.) 


Chapter II—Securities and Exchange 
Commission 

[Release No. 33-4818] 

PART 231—INTERPRETATIVE RE¬ 
LEASES RELATING TO SECURITIES 
ACT OF 1933 AND GENERAL RULES 
AND REGULATIONS THEREUNDER 

Brokers' Transactions 

Securities Act Release No. 

2698), which was published on Februari 
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17, 1964. contained a discussion of the 
application of its Rule 154 (17 CFR 
230.154) to the exemption provided by 
section 4(4) 1 of the Securities Act of 1933 
for certain brokers' transactions. 

Several questions have been raised with 
regard to the language of that release to 
which the Commission has given careful 
consideration. Where it appeared de¬ 
sirable. such language has been clarified 
in this release, which replaces previous 
Release No. 4669. 

The Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion is publishing this release to alert the 
financial community, and particularly 
brokers and dealers, to the limitations of 
its Rule 154 under the Securities Act of 
1933. 


General Applicability of the Rule . 
Section 4(4) 1 of the Securities Act ex¬ 
empts from the registration and pro¬ 
spectus requirements of the Act “brokers' 
transactions, executed upon customers’ 
orders * • ♦ but not the solicitation of 
such orders." Rule 154 was adopted by 
the Commission to interpret and define 
various terms used in section 4(4) and 
to indicate more clearly the scope of the 
exemption for a broker offering or selling 
securities on behalf of a person in a con¬ 
trol relationship to the issuer. 

Paragraph (a) of the rule defines the 
term “brokers' transactions" in section 
4(4) of the Act as including transactions 
by a broker acting as agent for a control 
person provided certain specified condi¬ 
tions are met. In substance, these con¬ 
ditions are that the buy order shall not 
be solicited and that the broker shall 
perform no more than the usual broker’s 
functions, receive no more than the usual 
brokerage commission, and shall not be 
aware of circumstances indicating the 
transactions are part of a distribution or 
that the broker’s principal is an under¬ 
writer. 


The broker is at least obligated to 
Question his customer to obtain facts 
reasonably sufficient under the particular 
circumstances to indicate whether his 
customer is engaged in a distribution or 
is an underwriter. 

It is emphasized that Rule 154 and sec¬ 
tion 4(4) can never be relied upon by a 
oroxer in connection with the public sale 
i securities on behalf of an issuing 

company. 

i n fa? tr L b '. ,tion - No distribution will be 
under all the facts and cir- 
* stances . s uch transactions do not in- 
^ve an amount “substantial in relation 
ine number of shares or units of the 
VAl * ty 0 Flanding and the aggregate 
Pa^ e tradAn £ to such security." 

term defines the 

sal* r\ dlstri hution" as not including a 
whip)? 1 * " , seri i es of sa I es the security 
sermsH together all other sales of 
Pre Ji! es the same person within the 
securit^f . mont hs> in the case of a 
not 0Illy over the counter, do 

sharpy * percen t of the outstanding 

case nf 0 / unit5 .°* the security, and in the 
an expha secur *ty admitted to trading on 
either ? nge ‘ do not exce ed the lesser of 
_ _ Percent of the outstanding 

to*Sepurit?l5l Ct 4. lon of the Act prior to 

* c ^ 8iM?7 7 C 8 S A u“ C 5M menta " 1&64 ' ^ 


securities of the class, or the largest ag¬ 
gregate reported volume of trading on 
securities exchanges during any 1 week 
(Monday through Friday) within the 
4 calendar weeks preceding the receipt 
of the sell order. 

Paragraph (b) of the rule is not a 
guide for defining distributions in con¬ 
texts not covered by the rule. 

Underwriter. Rule 154 and section 
4(4) cannot be relied upon by a broker 
where the securities proposed to be sold 
were originally acquired by the broker’s 
principal in a so-called “private place¬ 
ment" if under then existing circum¬ 
stances public sale of any of the se¬ 
curities would be inconsistent with an 
intention on the latter’s part at the time 
he acquired the securities to hold them 
for investment. In such a transaction, 
the broker’s principal would be an “un¬ 
derwriter" for the issuer or a controlling 
person of the issuer. 

Rule 154 applies only to brokers. Rule 
154 applies only to the selling broker’s 
part of the transaction; it does not de¬ 
lineate the conditions necessary to pro¬ 
vide an exemption from registration for 
the control person. If, however, the 
selling broker’s part of the transaction 
meets all of the requirements of the 
Rule, and is therefore exempt under sec¬ 
tion 4(4) of the Act, and if the control 
person is neither acting as an under¬ 
writer nor engaged in a distribution, the 
control person’s part of the transaction 
will likewise be exempt under section 
4(1) of the Act. 

Sales on behalf of the “same person” 
Rule 154 is intended only to provide an 
exemption to brokers engaged in trading 
as distinguished frpm distributing trans¬ 
actions. While Rule 154 provides a 
broker's exemption for a sale or series 
of sales by or on behalf of the “same 
person," in determining whether the 
total amount sold exceeds the aggregate 
amount specified in Rule 154(b), con¬ 
sideration must be given not only to sales 
by the specified control person but also 
the question whether such sales are, or 
may be, a part of a distribution being 
effected by a group of closely related 
persons of which the particular indi¬ 
vidual is a member ,a (sometimes herein¬ 
after referred to as “associate") .* Rule 
154 does not provide an exemption for 
portions of group distributions. If such 
a distribution is in progress, the offering 
by the group as a whole would have to be 
included in a single computation under 
Rule 154(b), and if this exceeded the 
amount specified, it would make the ex¬ 
emption unavailable. 

A related problem has arisen with re¬ 
spect to gifts of securities by control per¬ 
sons to charitable, scientific and educa- 


u A comparable interpretation lias long 
been applied to the definition of "issuer” in 
section 2(11) of the Act. insofar as control 
persons are concerned. Both in determining 
whether a particular person is in a control 
relationship with the issuer, and in deter¬ 
mining whether a distribution is being made 
by control persons, the relationships and 
activities of such persons have been con¬ 
sistently taken into account. 

* A similar problem exists under Rule 133 
(17 CFR 230.133) and Rule 264(a) (17 CFR 
230.254(a)). 


tional organizations. Frequently, both 
the donor and donee can reasonably 
foresee that the purpose of such gift 
cannot be realized unless the securities 
are sold.* Rule 154 has been interpreted 
to permit brokers acting for such organi¬ 
zations to avail themselves of the broker¬ 
age exemption under discussion. How¬ 
ever, for the purpose of determining the 
number of shares or units which may be 
sold, the combined sales of the donor, 
his associates and the subject organiza¬ 
tion should not exceed the limitations 
set forth in Rule 154(b). If total sales 
by the donor and his associates within 
the preceding 6 months have exhausted 
the limitations, then such exemption is 
not available. 4 

The 6 month’s period. Rule 154(b) by 
its terms requires the inclusion of all 
sales by the same person within the 
preceding 6 months in order to determine 
the amount of securities, if any, remain¬ 
ing which may be sold under the formula. 
In making this calculation, all trans¬ 
actions, including registered offerings 
and those which are exempt from regis¬ 
tration should be included. If a plan 
exists to effect a series of sales during 
successive 6 months’ periods, such sales 
cannot be considered in the category of 
routine trades but must be deemed a dis¬ 
tribution not exempted by the rule. 

Pledged securities. The opinion of the 
Court of Appeals in the Guild Films case 5 * * 8 
indicates that when a lender accepts 
securities from a control person as col¬ 
lateral for a loan, he must comply with 
the registration and prospectus require¬ 
ments of the Securities Act before he can 
sell the securities unless an exemption is 
available. The question has arisen 
whether the broker for the pledge, or the 
broker who is himself a lender, can avail 
himself of the exemption provided by 
Rule 154. Since a sale by the pledgee 
is for the purpose of fulfilling certain 
obligations of the pledgor, since the 
pledgee is obligated to remit to the 
pledgor receipts from such sale in excess 
of the amount of the obligation, and 
since the pledgee, in effect, stands at least 
in part in the shoes of and acts for the 
pledgor in selling the collateral, a broker 
may ordinarily effect sales for the ac¬ 
count of both parties, if he takes into 
account other sales by the pledgor and 
his associates within the preceding 6 
months, and otherwise complies with the 
rule. Prudence would dictate that a per¬ 
son making a loan secured by the pledge 
of “control" stock should also make in¬ 
quiry at the time of pledge, as well as 


8 In some such cases, the eleemosynary in¬ 

stitutions involved may be deemed to be 
statutory underwriters within the meaning 

of sectio* 2(11) of the Securities Act. See 
letter of Chief Counsel. Division of Corpora¬ 
tion Finance of the Commission, 1 CCH Fed. 
Sec. L. Rep. § 1551.60 (Aug. 8, 1962). 

4 Conversely, sales by such charitable re¬ 

cipient within the preceding 6 months should 

be taken into account when calculating the 
number of shares or units, if any, which a 
broker may sell on behalf of a customer who 

is a control person. 

8 SEC v. Guild Films Co., Inc., 279 F. 2d 485 
(2d Cir. 1960), cert, denied 364 U.S. 819 
(1960). 
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at the time of sale, as to any limitations 
upon the sale of such stock. 

Sales by subsidiaries. Rule 154(a) 
provides that “the term ‘brokers* * trans¬ 
actions* shall be deemed to include trans¬ 
actions by a broker acting as agent for 
the account of any person • * * controlled 
by • • • the issuer of the securities which 
are the subject of the transactiosn • • *” 
As already noted, however, the exemp¬ 
tion is not available for a broker acting 
for the issuer. A question has been raised 
whether the brokerage exemption is 
available with respect to a proposed sale 
by a subsidiary of securities of its parent 
company. For all practical purposes in 
such a situation, if form is not permitted 
to obscure substance, the subsidiary and 
the issuer must be deemed to be the same 
entity and the exemption is therefore 
not available. The beneficial interest 
is in the parent, and section 4(4) is not 
available to a broker selling for an issuer. 

Solicitation of Orders. Paragraphs 
(c) and (d) of Rule 154 state, respec¬ 
tively, that “the term ‘solicitation of such 
orders* * * * shall be deemed to include 
the solicitation of an order to buy a se¬ 
curity, but * * * not of an order to 
sell • • •” and that “where within the 
previous 60 days a dealer has made a 
written bid for a security or a written 
solicitation of an ofTer to sell such secu¬ 
rity. the term ‘solicitation* in section 
4(4) shall not be deemed to include an 
inquiry regarding the dealer’s bid or 
solicitation.’’ 

Under paragraph (c) of this rule, a 
broker is free to solicit control persons 
to determine whether they wish to sell 
securities of the controlled company. 
However, Rule 154 prohibits the solicita¬ 
tion of an order to buy “in anticipation 
of or in connection with*’ the transac¬ 
tions for which exemption is sought. An 
offer placed in the sheets is deemed the 
solicitation of an order to buy. However, 
where such an offer has not been in¬ 
serted in anticipation of one or more or¬ 
ders to sell under 154, and where it was 
inserted prior to the time any under¬ 
standing was reached with respect to any 
proposed sale to be made in reliance on 
the rule, it will be regarded as a part of 
normal trading activity in the security. 
An understanding may have been 
reached, for this purpose, notwithstand¬ 
ing that the terms and conditions of the 
offering have not been agreed upon. 
When the controlling person and a 
broker-dealer have reached an under¬ 
standing that the shares will be offered, 
the broker-dealer must from that time 
on discontinue his appearance in the 
“sheets” while executing the order. The 
broker-dealer must also refrain from 
initiating any other solicitations relating 
to the security being sold during the 
period in which the order is being 
executed* 


"Sales by a broker in reliance on Rule 154 
could Involve a distribution for purposes of 
Rule 16b-G (17 CFR 240.101>-6) under the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and, unless 
an exemption were available under that rule, 
bidding and purchasing activity would be 
prohibited thereunder until the distributions 
were completed. 


One problem which a broker seeking 
an exemption for a security traded only 
over the counter must consider is the ex¬ 
tent of the market for such security and 
whether, in light of the character of such 
market, a transaction can be handled 
within the strict limitations of the rule. 
The addressing of inquiries to broker- 
dealers in the “sheets” is not deemed to 
be the solicitation of a prohibited buy 
order because of the 60-day written bid 
exclusion contained in paragraph (d) of 
the rule. 7 However, a broker may not 
under any circumstances seek buyers 
among private investors or broker-deal¬ 
ers who have not appeared in the 
“sheets.” 

General. As has been emphasized in 
other releases discussing exemptions 
from the registration and prospectus re¬ 
quirements of the Securities Act, the 
terms of an exemption are to be strictly 
construed and the claimant has the bur¬ 
den of proving its availability.* In addi¬ 
tion, persons receiving advice from the 
staff of the Commission that “no action” 
will be recommended if they proceed 
without registration in reliance upon the 
exemption should do so only with full 
realization that the staff’s letter is based 
upon a represented statement of facts 
and that the tests so applied may not be 
proof against claims by purchasers of the 
security that registration should have 
been effected. Finally, the anti-fraud 
provisions under the various securities 
acts are applicable to the transactions 
notwithstanding the availability of an 
exemption from registration. 

By the Commission, January 21, 1966. 

TSEALl ORVAL L. DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

(P.R. Doc. 66-1385; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:47 a.m.) 


Title 19-CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

[T.D. 66-29] 

part 10—ARTICLES CONDITIONALLY 
FREE, SUBJECT TO A REDUCED 
RATE, ETC. 

PART 25—CUSTOMS BONDS 

Bond Requirements for Release of In¬ 
struments of International Traffic 

It has been determined that inasmuch 
as a list of approvals and discontinuances 
of bonds for control of certain instru¬ 
ments of international traffic, customs 
Form 7587, is published from time to time 
in the weekly Treasury Decisions, the 


7 Similarly, if a broker leaves a sell order 
at a limit price with the specialist on the 
floor of an exchange, this is not deemed to be 
the solicitation of a prohibited buy order. 

* SEC v. Ralston Purina Co.. 346 U.S. 119, 
126 (1953); SEC v. Culpepper, 270 F. 2d 241, 
246 ( 2d Cir. 1959); Gilligan. WiU & Co. v. 
SEC. 267 F. 2d 461, 466 ( 2d Cir. 1959); SEC v. 
Subeam Gold Mines Co., 95 F. 2d 699, 701 
(9th Cir. 1938). 


requirement in paragraph (c), § 10.41a, 
Customs Regulations, for filing a certi¬ 
fied copy of a bond at a port other than 
the port at which the original bond is 
filed, can be modified as indicated below. 

When the application for release of an 
instrument of international traffic is 
made at a port other than the one at 
which the bond is on file, after the fact 
of approval of that bond has been pub¬ 
lished in the weekly Treasury Decisions, 
a certified copy of the bond will not be 
required to be filed at the port of release. 

Accordingly, the Customs Regulations 
are amended as follows: 

Section 10.41a(c) is amended to read; 

§ 10.41a Lift vans, cargo vans, shipping 
tanks, skids, pallets, and similar in* 
struincnts of international traffic. 


(c) The instruments of international 
traffic designated in paragraph (a) of 
this section may be released in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of that para¬ 
graph only after the applicant for such 
release has filed a bond on customs Form 
7587. The fact of approval and discon¬ 
tinuance of such bonds will be published 
in the weekly Treasury Decisions, as pro¬ 
vided for in § 25.4(a) (34) of this chap¬ 
ter. When the application is filed at a 
port other than the port at which the 
bond, customs Form 7587, is on file, the 
following procedure applies: 

(1) When the application is filed be¬ 
fore the fact of approval of the appli¬ 
cant’s bond has been published in the 
weekly Treasury Decisions, the appli¬ 
cant must submit with the application, 
or the customs officer to whom the ap¬ 
plication is made must obtain, evidence 
that a current bond is on file at another 
port. That evidence may consist of a 
certified copy of the bond, or any other 
evidence which will satisfy the customs 
officer to whom the application is made 
that a current bond is on file at another 
port. 

(2) If the application is filed after the 
fact of approval of the applicant s bond 
has been published in the weekly Treas¬ 
ury Decisions, a certified copy of that 
bond need not be filed at the port oi 
release. Upon determination by the ap¬ 
propriate customs officer that the fact 
of approval of the applicant’s bond has 
been published in the weekly Treasury 
Decisions, and the bond has not been 
subsequently discontinued, the insBJJ- 
ments of international traffic will be 
released as provided for in paragraph 
(a) of this section. 

(3) Upon the request of the applicant, 

the appropriate customs officer at the 
port at which the instruments of 
national traffic are to be released w 
determine whether or not the fact or^ap¬ 
proval of the applicant’s bond has bee 
published. If the approval has not been 
published, the customs officer with w io 
the application has been filed will a 
vise the applicant of the nature o 
evidence required to establish the 
that a current bond is on file at ano * 
port. . • 
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(Sec. 14, 67 Stat. 616, sec. 623, 46 Stat. 759. 
as amended; 19 U3.C. 1322, 1623) 

§25.4 [Amended] 

To set forth in the regulations the 
procedure followed when bonds for the 
control of certain instruments of inter¬ 
national traffic are approved or discon¬ 
tinued, § 25.4(a) (34) is amended by 
adding the following sentence: “Upon 
each approval or discontinuance of such 
bond there shall be promptly trans¬ 
mitted to the Bureau the following in¬ 
formation: (i) Name and address of 
principal; (ii) name and address of 
surety; (iii) date of bond; (iv) date of 
approval; (v) date of discontinuance 
(when applicable); and (vi) amount of 
the bond. The foregoing information 
will be published in the weekly Treasury 
Decisions.” 

(R.S. 251, secs. 623, 624, 46 Stat. 759, as 
amended; 19 U.S.C. 66.1623.1624) 

[seal] Lester D. Johnson, 

Commissioner of Custoins. 

Approved: February 1,1966. 

James Pomeroy Hendrick, 

Acting Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury . 

1P.R. Doc. 66-1396; Plied, Peb. 8, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.j 


Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER B— FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart D—Food Additives Permitted 
in Food for Human Consumption 

SULFAETHOXYPYRIDAZINE 


tion purposes in connection with the 
Bear River Project, is hereby revoked so 
far as it affects the following described 
lands: 

Salt Lake Meridian 
T. 13 N.,R. 8W., 

Sec. 20, NE*4, N^NW‘4, SE^NWft, NE»/ 4 
SEy 4 ; 

Sec. 30. lots 4 to 8, incl., SE^SWft, W& 
E«4. 

The areas described aggregate 712.96 
acres. 

2 . The State of Utah has waived the 
preferred right of application to select 
the lands as provided by R.S. 2276, as 
amended (43 U.S.C. 852). At 10 a.m. on 
March 10, 1966, the lands shall become 
subject to operation of the public land 
laws generally, subject to valid existing 
rights, the provisions of existing with¬ 
drawals, and the requirements of appli¬ 
cable law. All valid applications received 
at or prior to 10 a.m. on March 10, 1966, 
shall be considered as simultaneously 
filed at that time. Those filed thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

3. The public lands have been open to 
applications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws. They will be open to loca¬ 
tion under the UB. mining laws after 
10 a.m. on March 10,1966. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of¬ 
fice, Bureau of Land Management, Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 2,1966. 

| PR. Doc. 66-1367; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:45 ajn.] 


| PubUc Land Order 3922 J 
(Fairbanks 030993, 031023] 

ALASKA 


Correction 

In F.R. Doc. 66-1297, appearing at 
Page 2425 of the issue for Saturday, Feb- 
juary 5, 1966, the chemical formula in 
should read “(CuHuN.- 
0jS ' instead of "(C.zH„H.OJ5)’’. 


Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter II—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 
APPENDIX—PUBUC LAND ORDERS 

[Public Land Order 39211 
[Utah 0146356] 


Partial Revocation of Public Land 
Order Nos. 684 and 577 and Trans¬ 
fer of Lands 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Public Land Order No. 577 of March 
29, 1949, withdrawing lands for use of 
the Department of the Air Force, is here¬ 
by revoked so far as it affects the follow¬ 
ing-described lands: 

Fairbanks Meridian (Fairbanks 031023) 

T.3S..R.3E, 

Sec. 10. SW»4SWi/ 4 ; 

Sec. 15, NW»4NW>4, S^NWtf. SWftNEft; 
and 

Sec. 26, W&W&. 


UTAH 

R evoto»ion of Reclamation With- 
arawal (Bear River Project) 

ln^Ltini U ^ °l the authority contain 
<32 s£?\ 3 Do 0f the act of Ju *e 17, 19 

ll'.M order o 1 Augr 

* withdrawing lands for reclam 


The areas described aggregate 360 
acres at Eielson Air Force Base. 

2. Public Land Order No. 684 of No¬ 
vember 9,1950, reserving lands for use of 
the Department of the Air Force, is here¬ 
by revoked so far as it affects the follow¬ 
ing-described lands: 

Fairbanks Meridian (Fairbanks 030993) 

T 2 S R 3 E 

Sec. 33, W&Wi/j andSE^SW^. 


T 3 S R 3 E 

Sec. 4, lots 4 and 5, Sy 2 NW>/ 4 and SW»V, 
Sec. 9, WV4, W*4SE>4 and SE&SE»/ 4 ; 

Sec. 15, W%SE*4 and SW*4; 

Sec. 16; 

Sec. 21, E*4 and SWJ4; 

See. 22; 

Sec. 27; 

Sec. 28; 

Sec. 33, lots 1 to 5, Inclusive, N&NR%, 
SEV 4 NE»/ 4 and NEV4 NW>/ 4 ; 

Sec. 34, NW*4 and lots 1 to 4, inclusive; and 
Sec. 35, W *4 NW % and SW >/ 4 . 

The areas described aggregate 5060.31 
acres, at Eielson Air Force Base. 

3. The following-described lands, 
withdrawn by Public Land Order No. 684, 
for use of the Department of the Air 
Force, are hereby transferred to the 
jurisdiction of the Department of the 
Army: 

Fairbanks Meridian 
T. 2 S.. R. 4 E., 

Sec. 32; and 
Sec. 33. 

T. 3 8.. R. 4 E.. 

Sec. 4; 

Sec. 5; 

Sec. 8, N»4; and 
Sec. 9,N^ and SE*4. 

T.3S..R.4E., 

Sec. 19,SEi/ 4 ; 

Sec 20.S»4; 

Sec. 21. 8%: and 
Secs. 28, 29,30,31,32, 33. 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 8,000 acres. 

4. Until 10 a.m. on May 4, 1966, the 
State of Alaska shall have a preferred 
right of application to select the lands 
described in paragraphs 1 and 2 as pro¬ 
vided by the Act of July 28, 1956 <70 
Stat. 709; 48 U.S.C. 46-3b), and section 
6 (g) of the Alaska Statehood Act of July 
7. 1958 (72 Stat. 339). After that date 
and hour the lands shall become subject 
to application, petition, location, and 
selection generally, subject to valid exist¬ 
ing rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law. All valid applications re¬ 
ceived at or prior to 10 a.m. on March 
10, 1966, shall be considered as simul¬ 
taneously filed at that time. Those filed 
thereafter shall be considered in the 
order of filing. 

5. The lands described in paragraphs 
1 and 2 will be open to applications and 
offers under the mineral leasing laws, 
and to location under the United States 
mining laws after 10 a.m. on May 4, 1966. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager, Fairbanks 
District and Land Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, Fairbanks, Alaska. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
February 2 , 1966. 

[FR. Doc. 66-1368; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:45 ajn.] 


[Public Land Order 3923] 

[Oregon 016675] 

OREGON 

Revocation of Powersite Reserve 
No. 591 

By virtue of the authority contained 
in section 24 of the Federal Power Act of 
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June 10, 1920 (41 Stat. 1075; 16 U.S.C. 
818) as amended, it is ordered as follows: 

1. In DA-517-Oregon, the Federal 
Power Commission determined that the 
power value of the following described 
lands will not be injured or destroyed by 
restoration to location, entry or selec¬ 
tion under appropriate public land laws, 
subject to the provisions of section 24 
of the Federal Power Act, and to the prior 
right of the city of Baker, Oreg., to use 
the lands for water conduit purposes. 

Willamette Meridian 
PUBLIC DOMAIN 

T 9 S R 39 E 

Sec! 23, S&NE**. SE*4NW>4. SWV4. and 
NfcSUBK; 

Sec. 24, 8WV4; and 

Sec. 25,N*/ 2 NE>4 and NE%NW>4. 

WHITMAN NATIONAL FOREST 

T. 9 S.. R. 39 E.. 

Sec.32,SEV4NWV4, 

The areas described aggregate 680 
acres. 

2. The State of Oregon has waived its 
preference rights of application under 
section 24 of the Federal Power Act and 
under R.S. 2276 as amended (43 U.S.C, 
852). 

3. At 10 a.m. on March 10, 1966, the 
national forest lands shall be open to 
such forms of disposition as may by law 
be made of national forest lands, sub¬ 
ject to provisions of section 24 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act and to the existing right 
of the city of Baker to use the land for 
water conduit purposes. 

4. At 10 a.m. on March 10, 1966, the 
public lands shall become subject to oper¬ 
ation of the public land laws generally, 
subject to valid existing rights, the pro¬ 
visions of existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law, includ¬ 
ing the provisions of section 24 of the 
Federal Power Act and to the existing 
right of the city of Baker to use the land 
for water conduit purposes. All valid ap¬ 
plications received at or prior to 10 a.m. 
on March 10, 1966, shall be considered as 
simultaneously filed at that time. Those 
filed thereafter shall be considered in the 
order of filing. 

5. The lands have been open to appli¬ 
cations and offers under the mineral leas¬ 
ing laws, and to location under the UJS. 
mining laws, subject to provisions of the 
act of August 11, 1955 (69 Stat. 682; 30 

U. S.C. 621). 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of¬ 
fice, Bureau of Land Management, Port¬ 
land, Oreg. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 2,1966. 

IF It. Doc. 66-1369: Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:46 ajn.] 


(PubUc Land Order 3924) 
(Anchorage 062787 J 

ALASKA 

Partial Revocation of Executive 
Order No. 3406 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 


Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 3406 of Febru¬ 
ary 13,1921, withdrawing lands for light¬ 
house purposes, is hereby revoked so far 
as it affects the following described land: 

102. Ocean Cafe. Yakutat Bay 

Beginning at a point on low waterline 
southeasterly from the cape and distant from 
the Ocean Cape Light 1.520 feet in a straight 
line, thence northeast true 600 feet, more or 
less, to an intersection with the low waterline 
in Ankau Creek, thence following the wind¬ 
ings of the low waterline of Ankau Creek 
northerly, etc., to the Intersection with an 
east and west line located 3,040 feet north of 
the light; thence west true 400 feet, more or 
less, to an intersection with low waterline; 
thence along low waterline to point of begin¬ 
ning, approximate longitude 139*61' W.. 

latitude 59* 32' N., excepting approximately 
3.8 acres more particularly described as 
foUows: 

Ocean Cape. Phipps Peninsula 

Beginning at the center of Ocean Cape 
Light, which is in approximate latitude 59*- 
32'06" N., and longitude 139*51'18" W., all 
bearings being true, this center being the 
intersection of the lines connecting the 
diagonally opposite legs of the steel tower 
supporting the light, thence proceeding 45*, 
a distance of 20.0 feet to the true point of 
beginning. From the initial point by azi¬ 
muths and distances, 128*, 700.0 feet to a 
point; 225°, 250.0 feet to a point, the Une of 
mean low water of the Gulf of Alaska; Pro¬ 
ceeding northwesterly along the line of mean 
low water to a point bearing 332* from the 
point of beginning; 152*, 100.0 feet, to the 
point of true beg inn i n g. 

The area described contains approxi¬ 
mately 46.2 acres in the Tongass Na¬ 
tional Forest. 

2. Until 10 a.m. on May 4, 1966, the 
State of Alaska shall have a preferred 
right to select the land as provided by 
section 6 (a) of the Alaska Statehood Act 
of July 7. 1958 (72 Stat. 339; P.L. 85- 
508), and the regulations in 43 CFR 
2222.9. Thereafter the land shall be 
open to such forms of disposition as may 
by law be made of national forest lands. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior . 

February 2,1966. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1370; FUed, Feb. 8, 1966: 

8 :46 ajn.) 


(Public Land Order 3925] 
(Riverside 07080) 

CALIFORNIA 

Partial Revocation of Reclamation 
Withdrawal, Colorado River Stor¬ 
age Project 

By virtue of the authority contained in 
section 3 of the act of June 17, 1902 (32 
Stat. 388; 43 U.S.C. 416), as amended and 
supplemented, it is ordered as follows: 

1. The departmental order of June 4, 
1930, which withdrew lands for recla¬ 
mation purposes in connection with the 
Colorado River Storage Project is hereby 
revoked so far as it affects the following 
described lands: 


San Bernardino Meridian 

T. 5 S.. R. 14 E.. 

Secs. 1, 2. and 3: 

Secs. 10 to 16. incl.; and 

Secs. 19 to 36, incl. (partly unsurveyed). 

The areas described aggregate 
17,925.98 acres In Riverside County, of 
which sections 25, 27, 29, 31, 33, 35, and 
36, have been patented. 

The subject lands lie mainly in the 
southeastern portion of the Eagle Moun¬ 
tains. The lands have no surface water. 
Sparse vegetation consisting of creosote 
and cholla may be found on the upper 
slopes. 

2. The State of California has waived 
the preference right of application 
granted to certain States by R.S. 2276, as 
amended (43 UB.C. 852). 

3. At 10 a.m. on March 10. 1966, the 
public lands shall be open to the opera¬ 
tion of the public land laws generally, 
subject to valid existing rights, the pro¬ 
visions of existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law. All valid 
applications received at or prior to 10 
a.m. on March 10, 1966, shall be consid¬ 
ered as simultaneously filed at that time. 
Those received thereafter shall be consid¬ 
ered in the order of filing. 

4. The lands have been open to appli¬ 
cations and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws. They will be open to loca¬ 
tion under the United States mining laws 
at 10 a.m. on March 10, 1966. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager. Riverside 
District and Land Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, Riverside, Calif. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 2,1966. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1371; Filed. Feb. 8. I960; 

8:46 am.) 


(Public Land Order 3926) 
[Fairbanks 012679) 

ALASKA 

Partial Revocation of Public Land 
Order No. 1394 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as foUows: 

1. Public Land Order No. 1394 of Feb¬ 
ruary 28, 1957, which withdrew public 
Lands for recreational purposes, is 
revoked so far as it affects the following 
described land: 

Lot 1, U.S. Survey 3315. 

Containing 2.04 acres. 

2. Until X0 a.m. on May 4. I 966 ^ 

State of Alaska shall have a pref ewea 
right to select the land as provided by tne 
act of July 28. 1956 (70 Stat , 709. « 
U.S.C. 46-3b); section 6(g) of the Alas 
Statehood Act of July 7, 1958 (7- ^ 

339). and the regulations in 43 c 
2222.9. After that time the land shw 
be open to the operation of 

land laws generally, including 
laws, subject to valid 
provisions of existing withdrawals, 
the requirements of applicable la . 
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valid applications received at or prior to 
10 am. on May 4, 1966, shall be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
time. Those received thereafter shall be 
considered in the order of filing. 

The land has been open to applications 
and offers under the mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries should be addressed to the 
Manager, District and Land Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Land Management, Fairbanks, 
Alaska. 

Harry R. Anderson. 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 2,1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1372; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 3927[ 

[Montana 071722 (N.D.) J 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Partial Revocation of Reclamation 
Withdrawal (Bismarck Project) 

By virtue of the authority contained in 
section 3 of the act of June 17, 1902 (32 
Stat. 388; 43 U.S.C. 416), it is ordered as 
follows: 

The departmental order of January 
20, 1905, withdrawing lands for reclama¬ 
tion purposes, is hereby revoked so far 
as it affects the following described 

lands: 

Fifth Principal Meridian 

T. 138 N., R. 80 W., 

Secs, l to 6. incl.; 

Sec. 7. lots 1 to 4, Incl.; 

Secs. 8 to 18. incl.; 

Sec. 19. lots 1 to 5, incl.. NE% . NE»iSE»4; 
Secs. 20 to 25, incl.; 

Sec 26, lots 1 to 6, incl., N*4, N SE *4. SE *,4 

SE ‘/i; 

Secs. 27 and 28; 

8ec.29, lots 1 to 6, incl., NW Vi NE ; 

Sec 32, lots 1 to 4. incl., SEViSE %; and 
Secs. 33 to 36, incl. 

areas descrll>e< i aggregate about 
18,369.62 acres, all of which have been 
o? exce Pt Sibley Island in sections 
*'8, 29,32, 33, 34, withdrawn for the Oahe 
*'' e servoir, and certain tracts in sections 8 
w 18 which are under application for 
jusposal under the Recreation and Public 
eposes Act of June 14, 1926 (44 Stat. 
"*1; 43 U.S.C. 869), as amended. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 2, 1966. 

l p R. Doc. 66-1373; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:46 a.m.) 


(Public Land Order 3928] 

[Utah 01463551 

UTAH 

Withdrawal for Job Corps Center, 
p owell Conservation Center 

the of the authority vested in 

0rdr>r N I 1 !* anc * P urs uant to Executive 
♦831) ?f°i 103 ^ 5 of Ma y 26. 1952 (17 F.R. 

o,i 15 ordered as follows: 
following* *° valid exis ting rights the 
are national forest lands 

by withdrawn from appropria¬ 


tion under the U.S. mining laws (Title 30 
U.S.C., Ch. 2), for a Job Corps Center: 

Dixie National Forest 
Salt Lake Meridian 

T. 36 S.. R. 4 W., 

Sec. 15. E&NEi/ 4 SWy 4 , NV 2 SEi/ 4 , N^SVfc 

SEV4- 

Containing 140 acres. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of those 
public land laws governing the use of the 
national forest lands under lease, license, 
or permit, or governing the disposal of 
their mineral or vegetative resources 
other than under the mining laws. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 2, 1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1374: Filed. Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:46 a.m.[ 


[Public Land Order 3929[ 

[Oregon 016849] 

WASHINGTON 

Withdrawal for Corps of Engineers 
Lower Granite Lock and Dam 
Project 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands are here¬ 
by withdrawn from all forms of appro¬ 
priation under the public land laws, in¬ 
cluding the mining laws (Title 30, U.S.C., 
ch. 2 ), but not from leasing under the 
mineral leasing laws, and reserved under 
jurisdiction of the Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army, for the Lower 
Granite Lock and Dam Project: 

Willamette Meridian 

T. 13 N., R. 43 E., 

Sec. 25, lot 3 and NEV 4 SE*4. 

T. 12 N.. R. 44 E.. 

Sec. 25.NEV4SWV4. 

T. 13 N.. R. 44 E., 

Sec. 33, lot 5. 

T. 11 N., R. 45 E.. 

Sec. 23. lot 3. 

The areas described aggregate 158.70 
acres. 

2 . The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of the 
public land laws governing the use of 
the lands under lease, license, or permit, 
or governing the disposal of their mineral 
or vegetative resources other than under 
the mining laws. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 2,1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1375: Filed. Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[ Public Land Order 3930 ] 

[Arizona 032165. 031722) 

ARIZONA 

Withdrawal for Salt River Project 

By virtue of the authority contained 
in the act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 


388; 43 U.S.C. 416), as amended and 
supplemented, it is ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described lands in the Tonto 
National Forest are hereby withdrawn 
from all forms of appropriation under 
the public land laws, including the min¬ 
ing laws (Ch. 2, Title 30, U.S.C.), but 
not from leasing under the mineral leas¬ 
ing laws, and reserved for the Salt River 
Project: 

Gila and Salt River Meridian (AR-032165) 
unsurveyed 

T.5N..R.7E.. 

Sec. 3, N*/&. 

T.8N..R.7E., 

Sec. 26, SWVk. 

T. 2 N.. R. 9 E.. 

Sec. 8. NEVi; 

Sec. 15, NVfc. 

Gila and Salt River Meridian (ARr-031722) 

T. 6N..R7E.. 

Sec. 21. NW^NEV4,NW^, W^8W*4. 

T. 3 N. t R. 8 E., 

Sec. 22; 

Sec. 23. NE*4. W^,NWi/4SE«4; and 
Sec. 26. NWi/ 4 NW>4. 

T. 2N..R.9E., 

Secs. 10 and 11. 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 3,720 acres in Maricopa 
County. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 2,1966. 

[FR. Doc. 66-1376; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:46 ajn.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[FCC 66-82] 

part 1—practice and 

PROCEDURE 

Forfeitures Against Ships and 
Shipmasters 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 2d day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1966; 

The Commission, having under con¬ 
sideration § 1.991 of the rules which pre¬ 
scribes the procedures concerning for¬ 
feitures against shipowners and ship¬ 
masters for violation of the compulsory 
radio requirements for ships; and 
It appearing, that the procedures con¬ 
tained in § 1.991 concerning reconsidera¬ 
tion and review are in some respects in¬ 
consistent with the provisions for recon¬ 
sideration and review contained in 
sections 5(d) and 405 of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and that, 
in any event, these procedures are con¬ 
tained in detail elsewhere in the rules, 
e.g., §§ 1.110-1.117. and should be elimi¬ 
nated from § 1.991; and 
It further appearing, that § 1.991 
should be revised further to conform it, 
in format, terminology, and in certain 
details of procedure, to the more recently 
adopted § 1.80 of the Commission’s rules 
which prescribes the procedures concern- 
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ing forfeitures incurred by nonbroadcast 
radio station licensees and operators; 
and 

It further appearing, that the public 
interest would be served by the revision 
of § 1.991 adopted herein; and 

It further appearing, that the amend¬ 
ments adopted herein are editorial in 
nature and hence the prior notice and 
effective date provisions of section 4 of 
the Administrative Procedure Act are not 
applicable; and 

It further appearing, that, authority 
for adopting these amendments is con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i) and (j), 303(r> 
and 504(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended: 

It is ordered , That, effective February 
11, 1966, § 1.991 is amended as set forth 
below. 

(Secs. 4. 303, 504. 48 Stat. 1066, 1082, 1101, 
as amended; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303. 504) 

Released: February 3, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission/ 

[seal] Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

Section 1.991 is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 1.991 Forfeitures against ships and 
shipmasters. 

(a) Whenever it appeal's that a ship¬ 
owner or a shipmaster has become sub¬ 
ject to forfeitures under sections 364, 
386, or 507 of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, a written notice of 
apparent liability will be sent to the ship¬ 
owner and/or to the shipmaster to the 
last known address. This notice will set 
forth the facts which indicate apparent 
liability; will identify the offenses which 
are involved and the provisions of the 
statute, treaty, or rule which appear to 
have been violated; will state the amount 
of the forfeiture incurred; and will sum¬ 
marize the courses of action available to 
the person involved under the provisions 
of paragraph (b) of this section. 

(b) Response to a notice of apparent 
liability: The shipowner and/or shipmas¬ 
ter involved shall respond to a notice of 
apparent liability within 30 days after 
the notice is mailed, or within such longer 
period of time as may be specified in the 
notice. Any of the following actions by 
the shipowner or shipmaster shall con¬ 
stitute a response meeting the require¬ 
ments of this paragraph: 

(1) Payment of the forfeiture in the 
amount specified in the notice of appar¬ 
ent liability. The forfeiture should be 
paid by check or money order drawn to 
the order of the Treasurer of the United 
States and should be mailed to the Fed¬ 
eral Communications Commission, 
Washington, D.C., 20554. The Commis¬ 
sion does not accept responsibility for 
cash payment sent through the mails. 

(2) Submission of a written statement 
denying liability for the forfeiture in 
whole or in part and/or requesting (even 
if liability is admitted) that the forfei¬ 
ture be canceled or reduced because of 
extenuating circumstances connected 


1 Commissioners Lee and Wadsworth absent. 


with the offense. Allegations or requests 
made in any such statement must be 
supported by detailed facts and reasons. 
The statement should be mailed to the 
Federal Communications Commission, 
Washington, D.C., 20554. 

(c) Commission action after written 
statement: After the submission of a 
written statement, as prescribed in para¬ 
graph (b) of this section, the Commis¬ 
sion will consider all relevant informa¬ 
tion available to it. Based on such 
considerations, the Commission will (1) 
cancel the forfeiture, (2) offer to reduce 
the amount of the forfeiture, or (3) re¬ 
quire the forfeiture to be paid in full. 
Notice of such Commission action, stat¬ 
ing the amount of the forfeiture (if any) 
and the date by which it must be paid, 
will thereupon be mailed to the ship¬ 
owner and/or the shipmaster involved. 
The forfeiture in the amount stated shall 
be paid by check or money order drawn 
to the order of the Treasurer of the 
United States and shall be mailed to the 
Federal Communications Commission, 
Washington, D.C., 20554. The Commis¬ 
sion does not accept responsibility for 
cash payments sent through the mails. 

(d) Judicial enforcement of forfeit¬ 
ures imposed by the Commission: If a 
shipowner or shipmaster fails to respond 
to the notice of apparent liability as re¬ 
quired by paragraph (b) of this section, 
or if he fails to pay the forfeiture im¬ 
posed by the Commission under para¬ 
graph (c) of this section, the case will, 
without further notice, be referred by 
the Commission to the Attorney General 
of the United States for prosecution in 
the appropriate Federal District Court to 
recover the amount of the forfeiture ini¬ 
tially imposed. 

Note: See 5§ 1.101-1.117 for reconsidera¬ 
tion and review procedures. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1412; FUed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:50 am.] 


(Docket No. 16182; FCC66-83] 

part 91—industrial radio 
SERVICES 

Policy Governing Assignment of 
Frequencies 

Report and order . In the matter of 
amendment of Part 91, Industrial Radio 
Services Rules, § 91.8(e), to reflect the 
availability of frequencies in the 150.8- 
152 Mc/s band for assignment to Opera¬ 
tional Fixed stations outside the conti¬ 
nental limits of the United States and its 
adjacent waters; Docket No. 16182, RM- 
787. 

1. By virtue of our order in this docu¬ 
ment, § 91.8(e) of the Industrial Radio 
Services rules is amended to reflect the 
availability of frequencies in the 150.8- 
152 Mc/s band for assignment to Opera¬ 
tional Fixed stations outside the con¬ 
tinental limits of the United States and 
its adjacent waters. 

2. A notice of proposed rule making 
articulating the above amendment was 
published in the Federal Register on 
September 16, 1965, at 30 F.R. 11881. 


The time within which both comments 
and reply comments might be filed has 
expired. 

3. This proceeding was instituted in 
response to a petition for rule amend¬ 
ment (RM-787) filed on May 19, 1965, 
by Capital, Inc., Puerto Rico Aggregates 
Co., Inc., Puerto Rico Homes, Inc., and 
Rexach Construction Co., Inc. All of 
these companies are engaged in construc¬ 
tion and related business activities in 
Puerto Rico. Petitioners filed comments 
in favor of the proposed rule change. 
No other original comments were filed 
and no reply comments were filed. 

4. In 1957, the Land Mobile Services 
frequency allocation, between 100 and 
200 Mc/s was amended to reflect the 
availability of frequencies in the band 
150.8-152 Mc/s. Prior to that time, the 
Land Mobile Service frequency allocation 
between 100 and 200 Mc/s had com¬ 
menced at 152 Mc/s. Petitioners re¬ 
quested that § 91.8(e) be amended to in¬ 
clude the availability of channels in the 
band of 1.2 megacycles between 150.8 and 
152 Mc/s for use beyond the continental 
limits of the United States and waters 
adjacent thereto, by operational fixed 
stations, on a basis of noninterference 
to mobile service operations. 

5. The secondary assignment of Land 
Mobile Service frequencies to fixed sta¬ 
tions in locations beyond the continental 
limits of the United States has been a 
practice of long standing in the Commis¬ 
sion's administrative scheme. This prac¬ 
tice and the rule which documents it, 
acknowledges the Commissions’ recog¬ 
nition of the unique character of the con¬ 
ditions and circumstances under which 
radio communication needs must be 
conducted in certain areas. This prac¬ 
tice has proven particularly beneficial 
and economical to licensees in areas such 
as Puerto Rico—with its difficult terrain 
and relative lack of wireline facilities. 
Moreover, because adequate safeguards 
against causing interference to other 
users have been written into the rule 
governing the secondary assignment of 
frequencies in the areas specified in the 
rule, no adverse impact on these other 
users has been experienced, nor is any 
f or eseen 

6 . In view of the foregoing, the Com¬ 
mission finds that the public biterest 
convenience, and necessity will be served 
by the amendment ordered herein, and 
consequently, pursuant to authority con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i) and 303(r) of tne 
Communications Act of 1934, as amend- 
ed: It is ordered, That, effective Marcn 
14, 1966. § 91.8(e) of the Industrial Radio 
Services Rules, is amended to read 
follows, and the proceedings in tms 
Docket No. 16182 are hereby terminated. 


§ 91.8 Policy goveminf 
of frequencies 


the assignment 


(e) In the States of Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii, and In areas outside the ' 

Units of the United States and waters 
adjacent thereto, frequencies above 
Mc/s. listed elsewhere In this 
available for assignment to Base Sta^ 

>r Mobile Stations In particular service 
ire also available for assignment 
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erational Fixed Stations in the same 
service on condition that no harmful 
interference be caused to mobile serv¬ 
ice operations. 

♦ ♦ * • • 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1060, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Adopted: February 2, 1966. 

Released: February 3, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

(Fit. Doc. 66-1413; Filed. Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:50 a.m.| 


[Docket No. 16261; FCC 66-85) 

PART 95—CITIZENS RADIO 
SERVICE 

Class A Stations Permitted To Com¬ 
municate With U.S. Government 
Stations for Necessary Coordina¬ 
tion of Activities 

Report and order. 1. On October 20, 
1965, the Commission adopted a notice 
of proposed rule making in the above en¬ 
titled matter which was published in the 
Federal Register on October 28,1965 (30 
F.R. 13728). The time for filing com¬ 
ments thereon has expired and no com¬ 
ments have been received by the Com¬ 
mission. 

2. The Commission believes that the 
amendment of § 95.83(a) (5) as proposed, 
to permit Class A stations in the Citi¬ 
zen Radio Service to communicate with 
U.S. Government stations when neces¬ 
sary for coordination of activities, would 
be in the public interest. Authority for 
the amendment is contained in sections 
4(1) and 303 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. Further, since the 
amendment relieves an existing restric¬ 
tion, it may become effective immediately 
under the provisions of section 4(c) of 
the Administrative Procedure Act. 

3. In view of the foregoing: It is or¬ 
dered, That, effective February 11, 1966, 
§ 95.83(a) (5) of Part 95 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules is amended as set forth be¬ 
low and the proceeding is hereby termi¬ 
nated. 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Adopted: February 2, 1966. 

Released: February 3, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commisson, 1 
[seal] Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

Amendment to Part 95, Citizens Radio 
Service: 

Section 95.83(a) (5) is amended to read 
as follows: 


1 Commissioners Lee and Wadsworth 
absent. 


§ 95.83 Prohibited uses. 

(a) • • • 

(5) To communicate with stations au¬ 
thorized or operated under the provi¬ 
sions of other parts of this chapter, with 
unlicensed stations, or with U.S. Gov¬ 
ernment or foreign stations, except for 
communications pursuant to §§ 95.85(b) 
and 95.121 and, in the case of Class A 
stations, for communications with U.S. 
Government stations in those cases 
which require cooperation or coordina¬ 
tion of activities. 


[F.R. Doc. 66-1414; Filed, Feb. 8, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.J 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 

and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 

Service, Department of the Interior 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Malheur National Wildlife Refuge, 
Oreg. 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective on date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations: sport fish¬ 
ing; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

Oregon 

MALHEUR NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing on the Malheur National 
Wildlife Refuge, Oreg., is permitted only 
on the area designated by signs as open 
to fishing. This open area, comprising 
200 acres, is delineated on maps available 
at the refuge headquarters and from the 
office of the Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 1002 North¬ 
east Holladay Street, Portland, Oreg., 
97208. Sport fishing shall be in accord¬ 
ance with all applicable State regula¬ 
tions, subject to the following special 
conditions: 

(1) The sport fishing season on the 
refuge extends from April 23 through 
October 31,1966. 

(2) Boats may be used on Krumbo 
Reservoir only. Motors are not per¬ 
mitted on boats. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33, 
and are effective to November 1,1966. 

Paul T. Quick, 
Regional Director , Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 

January 21,1966. 

IF.R. Doc. 66-1378; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:47 am.) 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 27—WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1966 







2552 


Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 906 3 

[Docket No. AO-320-A1J 

ORANGES AND GRAPEFRUIT GROWN 

IN LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY IN 

TEXAS 

Notice of Hearing With Respect to 

Proposed Amendment of Market¬ 
ing Agreement and Order 

Pursuant to the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and in accordance with the applica¬ 
ble rules of practice and procedure 
governing proceedings to formulate mar¬ 
keting agreements and marketing orders 
(7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby given 
of a public hearing to be held in the 
Hidalgo County Courthouse, Edinburg, 
Tex., beginning at 9:30 a.m., c.s.t., March 
3, 1966, with respect to proposals to 
amend the marketing agreement and or¬ 
der (7 CFR Part 906) regulating the 
handling of oranges and grapefruit 
grown in the Lower Rio Grande Valley 
in Texas. The proposed amendment of 
the marketing agreement and order has 
not received the approval of the Secre¬ 
tary of Agriculture. 

The public hearing is for the purpose 
of receiving evidence with respect to the 
economic and marketing conditions 
which relate to the provisions of the pro¬ 
posed amendment, hereinafter set forth, 
and to any appropriate modifications 
thereof. 

The proposed amendment to the mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, which was 
submitted by the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee, the administrative agency 
established pursuant to the marketing 
agreement and order, is as follows: 

§ 906.19 [Amended] 

1. Add the following sentence at the 
end of 8 906.19(b): “Should a producer 
member or alternate member change his 
marketing affiliation during his term of 
office, he may continue to serve in such 
capacity during the remainder of such 
term.” 

2. Amend 8 906.27 Alternate members 
to read as follows: 

§ 906.27 Alternate members. 

An alternate member of the committee 
shall act in the place and stead of the 
member for whom he is an alternate, 
during such member’s absence or when 
designated to do so by the member for 
whom he is an alternate. In the event 
both a member and his alternate are un¬ 
able to attend a committee meeting, the 
committee may designate another alter¬ 
nate of the same classification (handler 
or producer, independent or co-op) to 


serve in such member’s place and stead. 
In the event of the death, removal, 
resignation, or disqualification of a 
member, his alternate shall act for him 
until a successor of such member is se¬ 
lected and has qualified. 

3. Amend § 906.37 Research and de¬ 
velopment to read as follows: 

§ 906.37 Research and development. 

(a) The committee, with the approval 
of the Secretary, may establish or pro¬ 
vide for the establishment of marketing 
research and development projects, in¬ 
cluding paid advertising, designed to as¬ 
sist, improve, or promote the marketing, 
distribution, and consumption of citrus. 
The expenses of such projects shall be 
paid from funds collected pursuant to 
§ 906.34. 

(b) The committee shall establish an 
advertising subcommittee and define its 
procedures. 

4. The Fruit and Vegetable Division, 
Consumer and Marketing Service, has 
proposed that consideration be given to 
making such other changes in the mar¬ 
keting agreement and order as may be 
necessary to make the entire marketing 
agreement and order conform with any 
amendment thereto that may result from 
this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing may be 
obtained from W. J. Cremins, Texas 
Marketing Field Office, Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division, Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service, 2217 North 10th Street, Com¬ 
mercial Arts Building, McAllen, Tex., 
78501. 

Dated: February 3,1966. 

Clarence H. Girard, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Regulatory Programs. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-1391; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:48 ajn.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 66-EA-l| 

CONTROL ZONES AND TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed Alterations 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amending §§ 71.171 and 71.181 
of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations which would alter the Manches¬ 
ter, N.H. control zone (29 F.R. 17613) and 
Concord, N.H. transition area (30 F.R. 
8036). 

The recent approval of a new instru¬ 
ment approach procedure AL-246-ILS 
and revised procedures AL-246-ADF and 
AL-246-VOR to Grenier Field, Man¬ 
chester, N.H., requires the alteration of 


the control zone and 700-foot transition 
area. 


The floor of airways which traverse the 
transition area proposed herein would co¬ 
incide with the floor of the transition 
areas. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data or views as they may desire. 
Communications should be submitted in 
triplicate to the Director, Eastern Re¬ 
gion, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, Federal 
Building, John F. Kennedy International 
Airport, Jamaica, N.Y., 11430. All com¬ 
munications received within 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register will 
be considered before action is taken on 
.the proposed amendment. No hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief, 
Airspace Branch, Eastern Region. 

Any data or views presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record 
for consideration. The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
the light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Office of the Regional Counsel, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency. Federal Building, 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
Jamaica, N.Y. 

The Federal Aviation Agency, having 
completed a reveiw of the airspace re¬ 
quirements for the terminal areas of 
Manchester, N.H. and Concord, N.H., 
proposes the airspace actions hereinafter 
set forth: 

1. Amend 8 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to de¬ 
lete in the description of the Manchester, 
N.H. control zone the phrase, “to 6 miles 
south of the RBN” and “within 2 miles 
each side of the Manchester VOR 142° 
and 322* radials extending from the 5 
miles radius zone to 6 miles SE of the 
VOR.” and insert in lieu thereof, “to 8 
miles south of the RBN” and “within 2 
miles each side of the Manchester VOR 
141° and 321* radials extending from 
the 5 mile radius zone to 8 miles SE of 


Jie VOR.” . 

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
ielete the description of the 700 -foo 
Concord, N.H. transition area and in¬ 
sert in lieu thereof the following: 

That airspace extending upward from 
eet above the surface bounded by 
jeginning at 43-22*00“ N., 71*23 J 

12*47*00“ N„ 71-09 00“ W. to '* 

n*20'00“ W. to 42*40'00“ N., 71 35 00 ; 

.O 42-43W- N.. 71*36*00" 
tf. 71-45*00“ W. to 42*57*00 ' N.. 71 
V. to 43-17*00“ N.. 71-40*00“ W. to point 
jeginning. 
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This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on January 27, 

1966. 

Oscar Bakke, 
Director, Eastern Region. 

(FJJ. Doc. 68-1358; Piled, Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 71 1 

(Airspace Docket No. 65-EA-107] 

TRANSITION AREA 

Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amending § 71.181 of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations which 
would designate a 700-foot floor transi¬ 
tion area over Mansfield Municipal Air¬ 
port. Mansfield, Mass. 

Instrument arrival and departure pro¬ 
cedures have recently been authorized 
for the Mansfield Municipal Airport, 
Mansfield. Mass. A 700-foot floor transi¬ 
tion area is therefore required for the 
protection of aircraft executing such 
procedures. The transition area will pro¬ 
tect arriving aircraft down to 700 feet 
above the surface and departing aircraft 
above 700 feet above the surface. 

The floors of airways which traverse 
the transition area proposed herein 
would coincide with the floor of the 
transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data or views as they may de¬ 
sire. Communications should be sub¬ 
mitted in triplicate to the Director, East¬ 
ern Region, ATTN: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, Fed¬ 
eral Building, John F. Kennedy Interna¬ 
tional Airport, Jamaica. N.Y., 11430. 
All communications received within 30 
days after publication in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No hearing is contemplated at this time, 
but arrangements for informal confer¬ 
ences with Federal Aviation Agency of¬ 
ficials may be made by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace Branch, Eastern Region. 

Any data or views presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
m writing in accordance with this notice 
m order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
m UUs notice may be changed in the 
“SJJ* °* comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
°* the Regional Counsel, Federal 
aviation Agency. Federal Building, John 
* * Kennedy International Airport, 
Jamaica, n.Y. 

Pedera ^ Aviation Agency, having 
mpietecl a review of the airspace re- 
aments for the terminal area of 
nsfield, Mass., proposes the airspace 
llons hereinafter set forth: 

* 711 81 of Part 71 of the Fed- 
Aviation Regulations so as to desig¬ 


nate a Mansfield, Mass., transition area 
described as follows: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of the center. 42°00'05” N., 71*ll f 55" W., of 
the Mansfield Municipal Airport. Mansfield, 
Mass., and within 2 miles each side of the 
Whitman, Mass., VOR 249* radial extending 
from the 5-mlle radius area to the VOR, 
excluding that portion that coincides with 
the Boston. Mass., transition area. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on January 19, 
1966. 

Wayne Hendershot, 
Deputy Director, Eastern Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1359; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 65-CE-150J 

FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations that would 
designate a VOR Federal airway with a 
floor of 1,200 feet AGL from Bradford, 
Ill., via Peotone, HI.; Knox, Ind.; to 
South Bend, Ind. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Central Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas 
City, Mo., 64110. All communications 
received within 45 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendments. The pro¬ 
posals contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 
General Counsel, Attention: Rules Dock¬ 
et, 800 Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20553. An informal docket 
also will be available for examination 
at the Office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division Chief. 

The proposed airway would provide a 
route soulh of the Chicago, Ill., terminal 
area for traffic operating east and west 
on VOR Federal airway No. 10 between 
Bradford, Ill., and South Bend, Ind. In 
addition, the proposed route will provide 
better altitude assignment for the traffic 
bypassing the Chicago terminal area to 
the south. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1966. 

James L. Lampl, 

Acting Chief, Airspace Regulations 

and Procedures Division. 

IF.R. Doc. 66-1360; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:45 ajn.] 

[14 CFR Part 71 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 66-S0-6] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would designate a transition area at Rock 
Hill, S.C. 

The proposed transition area would be 
designated as that airspace extending 
upward from 700 feet above the surface 
within a 5-mile radius of the Rock Hill 
Airport (latitude 34*59'06" N. t longitude 
81°03'36" W.); within 2 miles each side 
of the Fort Mill, S.C. VOR 268° radial 
extending from the 5-mile radius area to 
the VOR; excluding that airspace coin¬ 
cident with the Charlotte, N.C., transi¬ 
tion area. 

The proposed transition area is needed 
for the protection of IFR operations at 
the Rock Hill, S.C.. Airport. A pre¬ 
scribed instrument approach procedure 
to the Rock Hill Airport utilizing the 
Fort Mill, S.C., VOR is proposed in con¬ 
junction with the designation of this 
transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Area Man¬ 
ager, Atlanta Area Office, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Post Office Box 20636, At¬ 
lanta. Ga., 30320. 

All communications received within 30 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements for 
informal conferences with Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Chief. Air Traffic Branch. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Room 724, 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point, Ga. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)). 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on February 
1,1966. 

James G. Rogers, 
Director, Southern Region. 

| F.R. Doc. 66-1301; FUed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:45 ajn.] 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 73 ] 

(Docket No. 16520; FCC 66-97] 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS, FM 
BROADCAST STATIONS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled mat¬ 
ters, concerning amendments of the FM 
Table of Assignments contained in § 73.- 
202 of the Commission’s rules. All pro¬ 
posed assignments are alleged and appear 
to meet the separation requirements of 
the rules. All proposed assignments 
which are within 250 miles of the United 
States-Canadian border require coordi¬ 
nation with the Canadian Government 
under the terms of the Canadian-United 
States FM Agreement of 1947 and the 
Working Arrangement of 1963. Except 
as noted, all channels proposed for shift 
or deletion are unoccupied and not ap¬ 
plied for, and all population figures are 
taken from the 1960 U.S. Census. 

2. RM-882. Live Oak, Fla. On No¬ 
vember 9, 1965 (amended December 1, 
1965), Norman O. Protsman, licensee of 
Station WNER(AM). Live Oak, Fla., filed 
a petition requesting the assignment of 
Channel 291 to Live Oak, Fla., by making 
the following necessary changes in the 
table: 


City (all In Florida) 

Channel No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Li vo Oak.. 

221A 

291 

Madison . 

200 

285A 

Starke . 

288A 

296A 

Green Covo Springs- 

296A 

224A 


3. Live Oak has a population of 6,544 
and the county in which it is located 
(Suwannee) has a population of 14,961. 
It has one AM station, a daytime-only 
operation licensed to petitioner. Madi¬ 
son has a population of 3,239 and its 
county has a population of 14,154 per¬ 
sons. It has a Class IV AM station also 
licensed to petitioner. Petitioner urges 
that Live Oak is more deserving of a 
Class C assignment than Madison since 
it is the center of a large rural area and 
more remote from centers of population 
than is Madison, has only a daytime 
station whereas Madison has an un¬ 
limited time AM station, and its county 
has retail sales approximately twice 
that of Madison County. Petitioner 
points out that the nearest population 
centers are at Valdosta, Ga. (43 miles), 
Jacksonville, Fla. (78 miles); Gaines¬ 
ville, Fla. (62 miles), and Tallahassee, 
Fla. (80 miles). It alleges that a wide 
coverage FM station at Live Oak would 
provide service to an extensive rural 
area most of which is located outside the 
area of primary interest of the four 
nearest population centers and that it 
would provide a means for dissemina¬ 
tion of information concerning emer¬ 
gencies, weather conditions, and agri¬ 
cultural news during the early morning 


and late nighttime hours. No applica¬ 
tions have been filed for any of the 
channels proposed to be changed. 

4. In view of the rural nature of the 
surrounding area and its isolation from 
large cities or metropolitan areas, Live 
Oak may be the type of community 
which merits a departure from our gen¬ 
eral policy of assigning Class A channels 
to the smaller communities and Class B 
and C channels to the larger cities. We 
are therefore inviting comments on the 
petitioner’s proposal as outlined above. 

5. RM-895. Jefferson City, Mo. In a 
petition filed on January 3, 1966, Jerrell 
A. Shepherd, principal officer of Mark 
Twain Broadcasting Co., licensee of 
Station KHMO, Hannibal. Mo., and ap¬ 
plicant for a new FM station at Moberly, 
Mo., requests the addition of Channel 
295 to Jefferson City, Mo., as follows: 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Jefferson City, Mo_ 

281A 

201A, 295 


6. Jefferson City, the capital of Mis¬ 
souri, has a population of 28.228 persons 
and is the county seat of Cole County, 
which has a population of 40,761. It has 
two AM stations, a daytime-only and a 
Class IV. No applications have been 
filed for the Class A assignment. The 
nearest communities with Class C as¬ 
signments are Mexico (about 42 miles) 
and Moberly (about 62 miles). Peti¬ 
tioner submits that Jefferson City is an 
important governmental, industrial, ag¬ 
ricultural and educational center. He 
points out that this city is one of the 
few major population centers within the 
state and one of the few state capitals 
which does not have a Class C assign¬ 
ment. Since the petitioner is also the 
applicant for an FM station in Moberly, 
Mo., BPH-5166, a showing is made that 
there would be no overlap of the 1 mv/m 
contours of the proposed Moberly and 
Jefferson City stations. Finally, peti¬ 
tioner points out that the second har¬ 
monic of a station on Channel 295 would 
fall within TV Channel 13 assigned and 
in operation in Jefferson City, but con¬ 
tends that this would not be a problem 
since both signals would be strong in 
most locations, whereas the likelihood 
of interference is greatest where the FM 
signal is strong and the TV signal is 
weak. The successful operation of a 
high powered FM station in the same 
city as a harmonically related TV sta¬ 
tion in St. Louis (KCFM and KETC 
(TV)) is cited as an example of the 
feasibility of such operation. 

7. We are of the view that rule making 
on the petitioner’s proposal is merited. 
We also believe that mixing a Class A 
and C assignment in the same commu¬ 
nity may be warranted under the cir¬ 
cumstances here presented although we 
have attempted to prevent such mixture 
wherever possible to avoid competitive 
inequality. We therefore invite com¬ 
ments on the proposal outlined above. 

8. RM-889. Eau Claire , Wis. On No¬ 
vember 22, 1965 Post Broadcasting 

Corp., licensee of WEAU-FM and 


WEAU-TV, both at Eau Claire, Wis., 
filed a petition requesting the additional 
assignment of Channel 283 to Eau 
Claire by substituting Channel 221A for 
285A at Menomonie, Wis., as follows: 



Channel No. 

City 




Present 

Proposed 

Eau Claire, Wis.. . 

231,284 

231, 204. 2S3 

Menomonie, Wis. 

285 A 

221A 


The stated purpose of the proposal is to 
permit WEAU-FM, now on Channel 264, 
to use the newly authorized 2,000-foot 
structure of WEAU-TV located approx¬ 
imately 28 miles southeast of Eau Claire. 
Petitioner submits that Channel 283 can 
be assigned to Eau Claire, in conform¬ 
ance with all the spacing requirements 
provided a site at least 10 miles east of 
Eau Claire (such as petitioner's TV 
tower) is used and that Channel 285A 
is removed from Menomonee. Channel 
264 cannot be used at the proposed site 
because of a resulting short spacing. 

9. Eau Claire has a population of 
37,987. It is the county seat and largest 
community in its county, which has a 
population of 58,300. It has two Class 
C FM stations and three AM stations, 
two of which are unlimited time opera¬ 
tions. Post Broadcasting urges that the 
proposal would serve the public interest 
since it not only would permit WEAU- 
FM to utilize the tall tower of its asso¬ 
ciated TV station but would provide the 
city with a third Class C assignment. It 
cites a previous petition for rule making 
to add an assignment to Eau Claire, RM- 
622, as a sign of need for the third assign¬ 
ment. 1 WECL, Inc. and WBIZ. Inc., li¬ 
censees of AM stations in Eau Claire, 
support the Post request on the grounds 
that it would provide the city with a third 
choice of local FM service and a third 
element of local competition in FM. 

10. We are of the view that rule mak¬ 
ing should be instituted on the peti¬ 
tioner's proposal in order that all inter¬ 
ested parties may Submit their views and 
relevant data. However, since Eau 
Claire already has the number of assign¬ 
ments contemplated under the guide¬ 
lines of the FM Table for a community 
of its size, we invite comments in addi- 
tion on the issue of whether the proposed 
additional assignment (Channel 283) or 
the retention of Channel 264 would not 
preclude their use or that of the sw 
adjacent channels in other communltie 
where they may be needed in the future. 
Since WEAU-FM operates on Channel 
264 and Channel 283 may be substitute 
therefor, we shall take appropriate a - 
tion with respect to the WEAU-FM au¬ 
thorization in the event the proposal > 


ed 

Princeton, Ky. In addition to the 
proposals made by Interf^ 
s, we wish to make an additional 

e in the table to remove a short- 


> This petition requested a clas ®. A 
ent but was dismissed since 1* leB 
ie IP separation requirements or toe 
mtalned in section 73.207(a). 
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and It is proposed to substitute Channel 
285A for it as follows: 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Princeton. Ky- 

24AA 

285A 


12. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments proposed herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 4(1), 303, and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

13. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.415 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before February 28. 1966, 
and reply comments on or before 
March 11, 1966. All submissions by 
parties to this proceeding or persons act¬ 
ing in behalf of such parties must be 
made in written comments, reply com¬ 
ments or other appropriate pleadings. 

14. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the rules, an original and 
14 copies of all comments, replies, plead¬ 
ings, briefs, and other documents shall 
be furnished the Commission. Attention 
is directed to the provisions of para¬ 
graph (c) of § 1.419 which require that 
any person desiring to file identical 
documents in more than one docketed 
rule making proceeding shall furnish the 
Commission two additional copies of any 
such document for each additional 


docket unless the proceedings have been 
consolidated. 

Adopted: February 2,1966. 

Released: February 3,1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 3 
[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJt. Doc. 66-1415; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:50 ajn.l 


[ 47 CFR Part 73 1 

[Docket No. 162061 

REMOTE CONTROL OPERATION OF 
VHF BROADCAST STATIONS 

Order Extending Time for Filing 
Reply Comments 

1. On September 24, 1965, the Com¬ 
mission issued a notice of proposed rule 
making (FCC 65-856), inviting comments 
in the above-entitled matter by October 
22, 1965, and reply comments by Novem¬ 
ber 5, 1965. In an Order released on 
October 18, 1965, these dates were ex¬ 
tended to January 17, 1966, and February 
1, 1966, respectively. 

2. On February 1, 1966, the National 
Association of Broadcasters (NAB) filed 


2 Commissioners Lee and Wadsworth ab¬ 
sent; Commissioner Cox abstaining. 


a request for extension of time within 
which to file reply comments until April 
1, 1966. NAB states that it wishes to 
“investigate the areas of disagreement” 
in the comments opposing the proposal 
made in the notice for the purpose of 
“compiling significant data which will be 
helpful to the Commission in its con¬ 
sideration of the important questions in¬ 
volved.” NAB further states that it is 
anxious to see the proceeding concluded 
as soon as possible but believes that a 
“more informative result would be 
achieved if additional time were 
granted.” 

3. We believe that the additional time 
requested would provide additional data 
which would be of assistance to the 
Commission in this proceeding. Accord - 
ingly f it is ordered , This 3d day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1966, that the time for filing reply 
comments in this proceeding is extended 
from February 1, 1966, to April 1, 1966. 

4. This action is taken pursuant to 
authority found in sections 4(i), 5(d) (1 >, 
and 303 (r) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and § 0.281(d) (8) 
of the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions. 

Released: February 4. 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

y Secretary . 

[FJEt. Doc. 68-1416; Filed. Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:50 ajn.| 


# 
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Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

(Utah 010084) 

UTAH 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal of 
Lands 

February 1, 1966. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, For¬ 
est Service has filed application for with¬ 
drawal of the lands described below from 
mineral location and entry under the 
General Mining Laws, subject to exist¬ 
ing valid claims, for the purpose of pro¬ 
tecting extensive recreational develop¬ 
ment which has been made in the area. 
The described lands lie within the Dixie 
National Forest and are withdrawn from 
appropriation except by the General 
Mining Laws. 

Dixie National Forest—Red Canyon 
Recreation Area 

SALT LAKE MERIDIAN, UTAH 

T. 35 S..R. 414 W., 

Sec. 26. W *4 E Va NEftNWft , WftNEftNWft. 

N ft N W ft NW ft, N ft N ft S W ft N W ft N W ft, 

SEft NW ft N W ft; 

Sec. 27. E ft NE ft NE ft NE ft, NftNEftSEft 

NE ft NE ft. 

The area described aggregates 68.75 
acres. 

A withdrawal of land from mineral lo¬ 
cation and entry under the General Min¬ 
ing Laws for use as the Red Canyon Rec¬ 
reation Area was made prior to a survey 
of the lands. Due to the method used 
in making the survey, it was found that 
the lands needed for the recreational 
area were improperly described. This 
proposed withdrawal is being made to 
correct this error. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions or objections in connection with the 
proposed withdrawal may present their 
views in writing to the undersigned of¬ 
ficer of the Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior, Utah State 
Director, Post Office Box 11505, Salt Lake 
City. Utah, 84111. 

The Department’s regulations (43 CFR 
2311 1-3 (c)) provide that the authorized 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment will undertake such investigations 
as are necessary to determine the exist¬ 
ing and potential demand for the lands 
and their resources. He will also under¬ 
take negotiations with the applicant 
agency with the view of adjusting the 
application to reduce the area to the 
minimum essential to meet the appli¬ 
cant’s needs, to provide for the maxi¬ 
mum concurrent utilization of the lands 
for purposes other than the applicant’s, 
to eliminate lands needed for purposes 
more essential than the applicant’s, and 
to reach agreement on the concurrent 


management of the lands and their re¬ 
sources. 

The authorized officer will also pre¬ 
pare a report for consideration by the 
Secretary of the Interior who will deter¬ 
mine whether or not the lands will be 
withdrawn as requested by the applicant 
agency. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice 
will be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

R. D. Nielson, 
State Director. 

)FR. Doc. 66-1377; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:47 ajn.| 


COLORADO 

Consolidation of Montrose and 
Durango District Offices 

Notice is hereby given that the Dur¬ 
ango District Office, Durango, Colo., and 
the Montrose District Office, Montrose, 
Colo., of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, are being consolidated. 

This consolidation of offices does not 
affect the boundaries or status of the 
Durango grazing district No. 4 or the 
Montrose grazing district No. 3, nor does 
it affect the responsibilities of the sepa¬ 
rate advisory boards and their members. 

The consolidated districts will be 
known as the Montrose district, with 
headquarters at Montrose, Colo. A re¬ 
source area headquarters (suboffice) of 
the Montrose district will be retained at 
2153 West Second Avenue, Durango, 
Colo., to serve the public in San Miguel, 
Dolores, Montezuma, La Plata, and 
Archuleta Counties. It will furnish gen¬ 
erally the same type of service as when 
formerly a district office, but organiza¬ 
tionally it will be under the direction of 
the Montrose district office in Montrose, 
Colo. Both offices will continue to be 
open to the public between the hours of 
8 ajn. and 5 p.m., Monday through Fri¬ 
day, except on Federal holidays. 

These changes shall be effective upon 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

Charles H. Stoddard, 

Director . 

February 8,1966. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-1492; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

10:35 ajn.) 

National Park Service 
SEQUOIA NATIONAL PARK 

Notice of Intention To Issue 
Concession Permit 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 5, 
Public Law 89-249, public notice is here¬ 


by given that the Department of the In¬ 
terior, through the Superintendent of 
Sequoia and Kings Canyon National 
Parks, National Park Service, proposes, 
thirty (30) days after the date of publi¬ 
cation of this notice, to issue for the 
period December 1, 1965, through No¬ 
vember 30, 1966, the concession permit 
under which Jack B. and Dorothy ReevSe 
provides concession facilities and serv¬ 
ices for the public in the Wolverton Ski 
Area in Sequoia National Park. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed its obligations under a prior per¬ 
mit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and, therefore, pursuant to 
the act cited above is entitled to be given 
preference in the renewal of the permit 
and in the negotiation of a new permit. 
However, under the act cited above the 
Service is also required to consider and 
evaluate all proposals received as a result 
of this notice. 

John M. Davis, 

Superintendent of Sequoia and 
Kings Canyon National Parks. 

December 1,1965. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1379; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966: 

8:47 ajm.) 


ROCKY MOUNTAIN NATIONAL PARK 
AND SHADOW MOUNTAIN NA¬ 
TIONAL RECREATION AREA 


Notice of Intention To Issue 
Concession Permits 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5, Public Law 89-249. public notice is 
hereby given that the Department of the 
Interior, through the Superintendent 
of Rocky Mountain National Park and 
Shadow Mountain National Recreation 
Area, National Park Service, proposes, 
thirty (30) days after the publication 
of this notice, to issue the following au¬ 
thorizations for the period January 1. 
1966, through December 31, 1970: 
Burton S. Adams, doing business as Sunrise 
Harbor. 

William Bell, doing business as Bell Crest 
Resort. 

Joseph Carpenter, doing business as Beaco 
Boa tel. 

Marvin Fischer, doing business ns Lake 
Resort. . , . . 

Henry J. Pohl and J. R. Steward, doing busi¬ 
ness as Trail Ridge Marina. 

Ecil A. Scott, doing business as El 

Gala Marina, Inc., Edward J. Scott, Presi¬ 
dent. 

The Rocky Mountain News. 

The Denver Post. 

and the following authorization for the 
period January 1, 1966 through Decei 
ber 31,1966: 

Kenneth A. Harger. 

The foregoing concessioners have per¬ 
formed their obligations under prior per 
mits to the satisfaction of the Nationa 
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park Service and, therefore, pursuant to 
the act cited above are entitled to be 
given preference in the renewal of per¬ 
mits and in the negotiation of new per¬ 
mits. However, under the act cited above 
the Service is also required to consider 
and evaluate all proposals received as a 
result of this notice. 

William C. James, 
Acting Superintendent, Rocky 
Mountain National Park and 
Shadow Mountain National 
Recreation Area. 

January 20,1966. 

[PR. Doc. 66-1380: FUed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:47 am.) 


BLUE RIDGE PARKWAY 

Notice of Intention To Issue 
Concession Permit 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5, Public Law 89-249, public notice is 
hereby given that the Department of the 
Interior, through the Superintendent of 
Blue Ridge Parkway, National Park 
Service, proposes, thirty (30) days after 
the date of publication of this notice, to 
issue for the period January 1, 1966, 
through December 31, 1966, the conces¬ 
sion permit under which Homer Harris 
provides concession facilities and services 
lor the public at Mabry Mill in the Blue 
Ridge Parkway. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed his obligations under a prior per¬ 
mit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and, therefore, pursuant to 
the act cited above is entitled to be given 
preference in the renewal of the permit. 
However, under the act cited above the 
Service is also required to consider and 
evaluate all proposals received as a result 
of this notice. 

Sam P. Weems, 

Superintendent , Blue Ridge Parkway. 

January 10,1966. 

[PR. Doc. 66-1381; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:47 a.m.| 


Park Service and, therefore, pursuant to 
the act cited above is entitled to be given 
preference in the renewal of the contract 
and in the negotiation of a new contract. 
However, under the act cited above the 
Service is also required to consider and 
evaluate all proposals received as a result 
of this notice. 

Karl T. Gilbert, 
Superintendent , 

Cape Hatteras National Seashore. 
January 1,1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1382; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:47 am.) 


GLACIER NATIONAL PARK 

Notice of Intention To Extend 
Concession Contract 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5, Public Law 89-249, public notice is 
hereby given that the Department of the 
Interior, through the Superintendent of 
Glacier National Park, National Park 
Service proposes, thirty (30) days after 
the date of publication of this notice, 
to extend for the period January 1, 1966, 
through December 31, 1966, the conces¬ 
sion contract under which Rocky Moun¬ 
tain Outfitters, Inc. provides concession 
facilities and services for the public in 
Glacier National Park. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed its obligations under a prior con¬ 
tract to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and, therefore, pursuant 
to the act cited above is entitled to be 
given preference in the renewal of the 
contract and in the negotiation of a new 
contract. However, under the act cited 
above the Service is also required to con¬ 
sider and evaluate all proposals received 
as a result of this notice. 

Keith D. Neilson, 
Superintendent, 
Glacier National Park. 

January 18,1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1383; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:47 a.m.| 


and in the negotiation of a new permit. 
However, under the act cited above the 
Service is also required to consider and 
evaluate all proposals received as a result 
of this notice. 

Keith D. Neilson, 
Superintendent. 
Glacier National Park. 

January 18.1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1384; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:47 am.) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Office of the Secretary 
TEXAS 

Designation of Areas for Emergency 
Loans 

For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con¬ 
solidated Farmers Home Administration 
Act of 1961 (7 UJS.C. 1961), it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter- 
named counties in the State of Texas a 
natural disaster has caused a need for ag¬ 
ricultural credit not readily available 
from commercial banks, cooperative 
lending agencies, or other responsi¬ 
ble sources. 

Texas 

Cass. Schleicher. 

Morris. Sutton. 

Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after June 
30, 1966, except to applicants who pre¬ 
viously received emergency or special 
livestock loan assistance and who can 
qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 

Done at Washington, D.C.. this 3d day 
of February 1966. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1392; Filed. Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:48 am.) 


CAPE HATTERAS NATIONAL 
SEASHORE 

Notice of Intention To Extend 
Concession Contract 

c to * he Provisions of sectior 

Law 89 “249, public notice U 
inS y &lven that tiie Department of the 
pnrvTrT* H* 10118 * 1 tiie Superintendent ol 
S?^ eras Na ttonal Seashore, Na- 
dax?fi^ ark Service * Proposes, thirty (30) 
noHnf l * er ^ date of Publication of thu 
i£l extend for 1116 Period Januarj 
c^p! 6 \ December 31, 1966, the 

caKS? contr act under which Chi- 
Enter Prkes, Inc., providef 
facUiti es and services for the 
shore m Cape Hafc ^ eras National Sea- 

tomuLi concessioner has per- 

trart f obligations under prior con- 
0 the satisfaction of the National 


GLACIER NATIONAL PARK 

Notice of Intention To Issue 
Concession Permit 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5, Public Law 89-249, public notice is 
hereby given that the Department of the 
Interior, through the Superintendent of 
Glacier National Park, National Park 
Service, proposes, thirty (30) days after 
the date of publication of this notice to 
issue for the period January 1, 1966, 
through December 31, 1970, the conces¬ 
sion permit under which B. Ross Luding 
provides concession facilities and serv¬ 
ices for the public in Glacier National 
Park. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed his obligations under a prior 
permit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and. therefore, pursuant to 
the act cited above is entitled to be given 
preference in the renewal of the permit 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. RI66-268 etc.) 

MONSANTO CO. ET AL. 

Order Accepting Contract Amend¬ 
ment, Providing for Hearings on 
and Suspension of Proposed 
Changes in Rates 1 

February 1,1966. 

The above-named Respondents have 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
presently effective rate schedules for 
sales of natural gas subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission. The pro¬ 
posed changes, which constitute in¬ 
creased rates and charges, are designated 
as follows: 


1 Does not consoUdate for hearing or dis¬ 

pose of the several matters herein. 
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Cents per Mcf 

Rate in 

Docket 


Rate 

Supple- 


Amount 

Date 

Effective 

Date 



effect 

Respondent 


of 

filing 

date 

sus¬ 



subject to 
refund in 

No. 

sclttdulo 

ment 

Purchaser and producing area 

annual 

tendered 

unless 

pended 





No. 

No. 


increase 


sus¬ 

until— 

Rate In 

Proposed 

docket 








pended 


effect 

increased rate 

Nos. 

RIA&-628... 

Monsanto Co., 1300 

1 

17 

Texas Eastern Transmission 

$308 

1- 3-66 

*2-3-66 

7- 3-66 

*«17.0314 

• * «• 17. 2366 

RI65-251. 


Main 81., Houston, 
Tex., 77002. 



Corp. (Bryocland Field. 
Bienville Parish, La.) 


Monsanto Co. 



(North Louisiana). 









48 

4 

Northern Natural Gas Co. 
(Hansford-Morrow Field, 

20,000 

1- 3-66 

*2- 3-66 

7- 3-66 

•17.0 

* » 7 18.0 










Hansford and Ochiltree 












Counties, Tex.) (R.R. 

District No. 10). 








RI66-269... 

Monsanto Co. (Oper¬ 

20 

12 

Texas Eastern Transmission 

616 

1- 3 66 

*2- 3 -66 

7- 2-66 

• 17.0314 

• * • 17. 2366 

RI65-256. 


ator), et al. 



Corp. (Logansport Field, De 
Soto Parish, La.) (North 
Louisiana). 

Louisiana Nevada Transit Co. 








RI06-270... 

Hunt Oil Co. (Oper¬ 
ator), et al., 1401 

30 

•4 

f 

1- 4 -66 

*2-4-66 

(Accept¬ 

ed). 

•13.0 






(Red Rock and East Red 





Elm St., Dallas, 
Tex.. 76202. 

Russell Maguire 
(Operator), et al., 

30 

5 

Rock Fields. Webster Parish, 
I*a.) (North Louisiana). 

j 74,760 

1- 4-06 

2- 4-66 

7- 4-60 

• 13.0 

««• 18.75 


BI66-271... 

1® 9 

4 

Oklahoma Natural Gas Gather¬ 
ing Corp.” (Ringwood Field, 
Major County. Okla.) 
(Oklahomu “Other” Area). 

1,980 

1- 7-66 

*2- 7-60 

7- 7 -60 

11.0 

•*12.0 



4200 First National 











Bank Bldg., 

Dallas, Tex.. 75202. 










B166-272... 

11. C. and Gertrude 

1*2 

2 

.do.». 

2,468 

1-10-66 

*2-10-66 

7-10-60 

n.o 

• 7 12.0 


B. Andrewski, 729 
Southwest 3d, 
Oklahoma City, 

Ok la. 



















BI60-273-.. 

Southwestern Oil A 

6 

»«0 

Tennessee Gas Transmission 

16,408 

1- 3-66 

* 2- 3-66 

7- 3-66 

i* 14.6 

• 7 »* 15.6 



Refining Co. (Oper¬ 
ator). et al., c/o 

Head & James, 
Wilson Tower, 
Corpus Christ!, 



Co. (LaJura Field, Hidalgo 
County, Tex.) (R.R. Dis¬ 
trict No. 4). 





















Tex., 78401. 












FOOTNOTES: 

• Tbc staled effective dote is the first day after expiration of the statutory notice. 

• Periodic rate increase. 

« Pressure base is 15.025 p.s.i.a. 

• Subject to a downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

• Includes 1.75 cents tax reimbursement. 

7 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a. 

• Contract Amendment provides for increased rote and extends term of contract 
to Dec. 31, 1075. 

• Renegotiated rate increase. 


»• Contract dated after Sept. 28,1060, the date of issuance of Oenerul Policy State¬ 
ment No. 61-1. 

*i Oklahoma Natural Gas Gathering Corp. classed as a pipeline company in Its 
Certificate (CI61-1406) for resale of gas to Cities Service Gas Co. at an Initial rate of 
17.0 ants which Is effective at this time. Oklatioma Natural has filed its related 
increase to 18.5 cents per Mfc which is currently suspended in Docket No. BP06-W. 

** Includes tax reimbursement. 

i* Rate provided by settlement order issued Aug. 6, 1965. 

**Includes amendment which eliminates favored-nation and price redcUrni bunion 
clauses of the contract. 


Monsanto Co. (Monsanto) requests 
that Supplement No. 17 to its FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 1 be permitted to 
become effective as of November 1, 1965. 
Monsanto Co. (Operator), et al., also 
request a retroactive effective date of 
November 1, 1965, for their proposed rate 
increase. An effective date of January 
1,1966, is requested for Supplement No. 4 
to Monsanto’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 48. Hunt Oil Co. (Operator), et al., 
(Hunt); Russell Maguire (Operator), 
et al., (Maguire); H. C. and Gertrude B. 
Andrewski (Andrewski), and Southwest¬ 
ern Oil & Refining Co. (Operator), et al., 
request that their proposed rate in¬ 
creases be allowed to become effective as 
of January 1, 1966. Good cause has not 
been shown for waiving the 30-day 
notice requirement provided in section 
4(d) of the Natural Gas Act to permit 
earlier effective dates for the aforemen¬ 
tioned producers’ rate filings and such 
requests are denied. 

Maguire and Andrewski’s contracts are 
dated after the issuance of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Statement of General Policy No. 
61-1. The proposed Increases exceed 
the area increased rate ceiling of 11.0 
cents per Mcf but are below the area 
initial rate ceiling of 15.0 cents per Mcf. 
Where gas purchase contracts are 
entered Into subsequent to the issuance 
of the Statement of General Policy No. 
61-1, as here, it Is our general policy to 


suspend producer increases below the 
initial rate ceiling for only 1 day. How¬ 
ever, since the purchaser’s, Oklahoma 
Natural Gas Gathering Corp., rate in¬ 
crease of 18.5 cents per Mcf is currently 
suspended in Docket No. RP66-19 until 
June 1, 1966, is related directly to the 
increases of its producers, we conclude 
that the producers’ increases should also 
be suspended for 5 months. 

On January 4, 1966, Hunt tendered 
for filing a contract amendment dated 
December 31, 1965, which provides for 
an increased rate and extends the term 
of the contract to December 31, 1975, 
which has been designated as Supple¬ 
ment No. 4 to Hunt’s FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 30. We believe that it 
would be in the public interest to accept 
for filing Hunt’s aforementioned con¬ 
tract amendment to become effective as 
of February 4, 1966, the date of expira¬ 
tion of the statutory notice, but not the 
proposed rate contained therein which 
will be suspended as indicated below. 

All of the producers’ proposed in¬ 
creased rates and charges exceed the ap¬ 
plicable area price level for increased 
rates as set forth in the Commission’s 
Statement of General Policy No. 61-1, 
as amended (18CFR2.56). 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 


(1) Good cause has been shown for ac¬ 
cepting for filing Hunt's proposed con¬ 
tract amendment dated December 31. 
1965, designated as Supplement No. 4 
become effective on February 4, 1966, the 
date of expiration of the statutory notice. 

(2) Except for the supplement set 
forth in ( 1 ) above, it is necessary and 
proper in the public interest and to aid in 
the enforcement of the provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon hearings concerning the law- 
to Hunt’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 30, 
and for permitting such supplement to 
fulness of the proposed changes, ana 
that the above-designated supplements 
be suspended and the use thereof de¬ 
ferred as hereinafter ordered. 


The Commission orders: 


(A) Hunt’s contract amendment dated 
December 31. 1965, designated as Sup¬ 
plement No. 4 to Hunt’s FPC ® as JJ® 
Schedule No. 30. is accepted for turns 
and permitted to become effective 


jbruary 4,1966. . 

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
itural Gas Act. particularly sections * 
id 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules oi 
actice and procedure, and the regum 
ms under the Natural Gas Act <18 
3 . D. public hearings shall be held upoi 
ites to be fixed by notice from the bee 
tary concerning the lawfulness^ 
oposed increased rates and c 
ntained in the above-designated sup 
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plementa (except Supplement No. 4 to 
Hunt’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 30). 

(C) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the above-designated rate sup¬ 
plements are hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until the date indi¬ 
cated in the above “Date Suspended 
Until’* column, and thereafter until such 
further time as they are made effective 
in the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(D) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis¬ 
posed of or until the periods of suspension 
have expired, unless otherwise ordered 
by the Commission. 

(E) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C., 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before March 15,1966. 

By the Commission. 

fsEALl Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(FR. Doc. 66-1327; Piled. Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP66-236J 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

February 2,1966. 

Take notice that on January 24, 1966, 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co. (Applicant), 
Post Office Box 1087, Colorado Springs, 
Colo., 80901, filed in Docket No. CP66-236 
an application pursuant to sections 7 (b) 
and 7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act for per- 
mission and approval to abandon cer¬ 
tain measurement and minor natural 
gas pipeline facilities and for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the transportation and sale of 
natural gas to Plateau Natural Gas Co. 
( Plateau) for resale, all as more fully 
&jt forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
Public inspection. 

Applicant states that it is now making 
airect sales to irrigation customers in 
oherman and Moore Counties, Tex. Ap- 
™^t proposes to abandon and sell 
I? f, ateau eight meter and regulator 
stations which are now used to serve 
^ne irrigation customers. Applicant also 
p oposes to abandon and salvage approxi- 

ately 3 miles of 4-inch pipeline known 
“Sits South Keyes Lateral. 

f proposed sale of natural gas to 
th^ t ? a Y wiU be for resale by Plateau to 
Anm 4 1ga ^ on customers now served by 
nncai^' Applica nt states that the pro- 
will result in a decrease in the cost 
Dli gas to the irrigation customers. Ap- 
p ]o . ant Proposes to make the sale to 
TW U Under Applicant’s FPC Gas 

s 'hed U feG t i ReViSed Volume No - 1 ' Rate 

son further states that the rea- 

Srmt propos ed abandonment of the 

beimr Keyes lateral is that it is no longer 
cant v USCd *° tran sport gas to Appli- 
^ main pipeline. Because of changed 


field operation conditions, all of the 
Keyes Field gas is now being gathered 
through the field gathering system and 
thereafter compressed at Keyes Com¬ 
pressor Station prior to entering the 
main transmission line. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C.. 20426, in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and 
the regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act (157.10) on or before February 18, 
1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or peti¬ 
tion to intervene is filed within the time 
required herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate and permission 
and approval for the proposed abandon¬ 
ment are required by the public con¬ 
venience and necessity. If a protest or 
petition for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or if the Commission on its own 
motion believes that a formal hearing 
is required, further notice of such hear¬ 
ing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant. 

Acting Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-1362; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.| 


[Docket No. G-90701 

UNITED FUEL GAS CO. 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

February 2, 1966. 

Take notice that on January 18, 1966, 
United Fuel Gas Co. (Petitioner), Post 
Office Box 1273, Charleston, 25, W. Va., 
filed in Docket No. G-9070 a petition to 
amend the order of the Commission is¬ 
sued in said docket on October 13, 1955, 
and amended on September 16. 1957, 
by requesting authorization to sell and 
deliver 20,000 Mcf of gas per day to the 
Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical Corp. 
(Kaiser) in lieu of the presently author¬ 
ized 13,000 Mcf per day, all as more fully 
set forth in the petition to amend which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

The petition to amend states that 
Kaiser has informed Petitioner by letter 
dated December 7, 1965, that it antic¬ 
ipates an increase in its natural gas re¬ 
quirements because of planned installa¬ 
tion of additional equipment. The 
petition to amend further states that by 
letter dated January 10, 1966, Petitioner 
and Kaiser have revised their existing 
sales agreement to permit the sale and 
delivery of increased volumes of natural 
gas in quantities up to 20,000 Mcf of gas 
per day. 


Protests or petitions to Intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C.. 20426, in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before February 21, 1966. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1366; FUed( Peb. 8. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.[ 


[Docket No. CI66-S44[ 

TEXACO INC., ET AL. 

Notice of Application 

February 2, 1966. 

Take notice that on December 27, 
1965, Texaco Inc. (Applicant), Post 
Office Box 52332, Houston, Tex., 77052, 
filed in Docket No. CI66-544 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 7(c) of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the sale for resale and delivery of natural 
gas in interstate commerce to Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corp. (Texas East¬ 
ern) for periods of limited duration from 
unspecified producing properties, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission and 
open to public Inspection. 

Applicant proposes to make short 
term or spot sales of natural gas to Texas 
Eastern for periods of limited duration 
as. may be agreed upon by Applicant and 
Texas Eastern from time to time over a 
period of twenty years. The proposed 
sales are to be made pursuant to the 
terms of a gas purchase contract between 
Applicant and Texas Eastern dated 
June 30, 1965. The application states 
that Applicant proposes to sell gas from 
leaseholds owned by Applicant and vari¬ 
ous coowners and that gas will not be 
purchased from others for the subject 
sales. Because these will be short term 
or spot sales. Applicant does not commit 
or dedicate to the contract any specific 
producing properties. Any deliveries of 
such gas will be at points on or near 
Texas Eastern’s pipeline system which 
may be agreed upon in supplemental 
agreements. Applicant proposes to file 
each of the supplemental agreements as 
a supplement to its related FPC gas rate 
schedule for acceptance by the Commis¬ 
sion. The application states that if the 
Commission does not accept the supple¬ 
mental agreement and permit the same 
to become effective upon terms and con¬ 
ditions mutually agreeable to Applicant 
and Texas Eastern within the 30 days 
from the filing date, the supplemental 
agreement will automatically terminate 
and be of no further force and effect, and 
the filing thereof will be withdrawal by 
Applicant if not theretofore rejected by 
the Commission. 

The contract between Applicant and 
Texas Eastern provides that the supple¬ 
mental agreements shall specify the 
quantity of gas to be sold and purchased; 
the price, which shall not exceed the 
then effective area price fixed by the 
Commission for the area in which de¬ 
liveries are proposed to be made; and 
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the duration of time for the proposed 
purchase. Applicant requests that the 
certificate authorize the subject sales 
for the specific periods of time set forth 
in the supplemental agreements. 

As part of the certificate application. 
Applicant has submitted details for the 
first sale proposed to be made under the 
contract. Applicant proposes to sell an 
average of 6,000 Mcf of gas per day for 
a period of 5 years from the South Bosco 
Field. Acadia Parish. La., at 15.0 cents 
per Mcf at 15.025 p.s.i.a. 

Details of the proposed sale proposed 
to be made under the contract were set 
forth in a notice issued January 4, 1966, 
in Docket No. G-6947, et al., and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Jan¬ 
uary 12, 1966 (31 FJR. 368). Inasmuch 
as the instant notice set forth in full the 
details of the complete application, the 
time within which protests or petitions 
to intervene in the subject docket may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) is extended 
to and including February 21, 1966. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 66-1364; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:45 am.] 


[Docket No. CP66-237J 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF 
AMERICA 

Notice of Application 

February 2, 1966. 

Take notice that on January 24, 1966, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America (Ap¬ 
plicant), 122 South Michigan Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill., 60603, filed in Docket No. 
CP66-237 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and ne¬ 
cessity authorizing the construction and 
operation of facilities at four new points 
of delivery to Northern Illinois Gas Co. 
(Northern Illinois), an existing resale 
customer, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant states that Northern Illinois 
has requested it to establish one deliv¬ 
ery point for the sale and delivery of 
natural gas to Northern Illinois for use 
in the preliminary testing of Northern 
Illinois’ proposed storage project near 
Pontiac, Livingston County, Ill., and the 
redelivery by Northern Illinois to Ap¬ 
plicant from time to time of such quan¬ 
tities as may be withdrawn by Northern 
Illinois during testing. The redelivered 
gas will be transported by Applicant for 
Northern Illinois to other points of de¬ 
livery. The remaining three new de¬ 
livery points are to be used by Northern 
Illinois in the resale and distribution of 
natural gas in the communities of Sau- 
nemin, Emington, Cullom, Kempton, 
Cabery, Buckingham, Campus, Reddick, 
and Kings, Illinois. 

The proposed storage testing and serv¬ 
ice to the named communities will be 


provided from quantities of natural gas 
which Applicant has heretofore been au¬ 
thorized to sell to Northern Illinois. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate a side tap connection, approxi¬ 
mately 500 feet of 10-inch pipeline and a 
meter station at Northern Illinois’ pro¬ 
posed storage project. The estimated 
cost, which will be fully reimbursed by 
Northern Illinois, is $24,100. 

A side tap connection, approximately 
200 feet of 3-inch pipeline and a meter 
station will be constructed in each of 
three locations in Livingston, Kankakee, 
and Ogle Counties, Illinois. These facili¬ 
ties are estimated to cost a combined to¬ 
tal of $38,000, to be financed from funds 
on hand. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before February 18, 1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1365; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:45 amj 


by counsel for various participants in the 
above-designated matter, the oral argu¬ 
ment originally scheduled for February l, 
1966, will be held at 10 a.m. on February 
8 , 1966, in a hearing room of the Federal 
Power Commission, 441 G Street NW. 
Washington, D.C. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

| F.R. Doc. 66-1366; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8 :45 am.] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

BRISTOL DYNAMICS, INC. 

Order Terminating Summary 
Suspension of Trading 

January 24.1966 

The common stock and warrants to 
purchase common stock of Bristol Dy¬ 
namics, Inc., being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange; 
and 

The Commission having, on January 
21, 1966, issued an order pursuant to 
section 15(c)(5) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 summarily suspend¬ 
ing trading in said securities effective 
for the period January 22, 1966. through 
January 31.1966; and 

The Commission being of the opinion 
that the public interest does not require 
the continuance of said suspension of 
trading after January 24, 1966; 

It is ordered. Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that the suspension of trading 
pursuant to said order of January 21. 
1966, shall terminate effective at the 
opening of business on January 25, 1966. 

By the Commission. 

tSEAL] ORVAL L. DUBOIS. 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1386; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:47 am.] 


I Docket No. E-7114 etc.) 

ST. MICHAELS UTILITIES 
COMMISSION, ET AL. 

Notice Rescheduling Oral Argument 

February 2,1966. 

In the matter of St. Michaels Utilities 
Commission, and Commissioners of St. 
Michaels, Md. v. The Eastern Shore Pub¬ 
lic Service Co. of Maryland, Docket No. 
E-7114; Stockton Light and Power Co. 
(of Maryland). and Stockton Light and 
Power Co. (of Virginia) v. The Eastern 
Shore Public Service Co. of Maryland, 
Docket No. E-7117; Delaware Power and 
Light Co., The Eastern Shore Public 
Service Ca of Maryland, The Eastern 
Shore Public Service Co. of Virginia, 
Docket No. E-7137; City of Dover, Del. v. 
Delaware Power and Light Co., Docket 
No. E-7175. 

Due to the inclement weather and the 
difficulties related thereto experienced 


[File No. 1-4062 J 

NORAMCO, INC. 


Order Terminating Summary 
Suspension of Trading 

January 24, 1966 

The common stock, $1.25 par value, of 
Noramco, Inc., being listed and reg- 
istered on the American Stock e. • 
change, pursuant to provisions of t 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934. ana 
warrants to purchase common s ^ ocK . 
Noramco, Inc., being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange, 


The Commission having, on Jan ^ R1 * 

, 1966, issued an order pursuant to 
ctions 15(0(5) and 19<a> 

Kurities Exchange Act of 1934 sum 
arily suspending trading m said se 
rities effective for the P erlod A Jan '“ a n i 
, 1966, through January 31, 1966. < * 
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The Commission being of the opinion 
that the public interest does not require 
the continuance of said suspension of 
trading after January 24,1966; 

It is ordered , Pursuant to sections 
15(c)(5) and 19(a)(4) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, that the suspen¬ 
sion of trading pursuant to said order 
of January 21, 1966, shall terminate 
effective at the opening of business on 
January 25,1966. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 66-1387; PUed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.J 


[01—49J 

SKAGIT VALLEY TELEPHONE CO. 

Order Postponing Hearing 

February 4,1966. 

Counsel for Skagit Valley Telephone 
Co. & Telephones, Inc., Mount Vernon, 
Wash., has filed a motion for a further 
continuance, to March 28, 1966, of the 
hearing on the application of Skagit 
Valley Telephone Co. for exemption from 
the registration provisions of section 12 
(g) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934. The hearing is now scheduled for 
February 7, 1966; and the Division of 
Corporation Finance opposes a continu¬ 
ance beyond March 7,1966. 

The exemption application was filed 
on July 15. 1965, and was first scheduled 
for hearing on November 15,1965. There 
have been three postponements to date. 
For reasons set forth in the Division's 
reply to the motion, and in view of the 
importance of resolving at an early date 
the question whether the requested 
exemption should or should not be 
granted. 

It is ordered , That the hearing herein 
“^ reby Postponed to March 10. 1966, 
at the same hour and place. 

For the Commission (pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority). 

^ SEAL ^ Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

IFS. Doc. 66-1394; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:48 am.] 


department of health, edu¬ 
cation. AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 


NEW DRUGS 

Notice of Approval of Applicatio 

<w ZT* 1115130 33 of the n « 

^ven^f .K 03 /? 1 CPR W0.33). nol 
*Wch n following new drugs 

aPPUcat,^ tl0n8 - or su PP lemer 
changes w I° r substan tive label 
specified- been “proved on the da 


Drugs For Human Us* 


Active ingredients 

Trade name or 

Pr! ncl pall ndl cat 1 cm 



How 

other designated 

or pharmacological 

Applicant 

Date approved 

dis¬ 

( as declared on lubel) 

name and dosage 

category 



pensed* 


form 




Chlorpropamide, 

Dlablncae (tablet). 

Oral hypoglyco- 

Chas. Pflxcr & Co., Inc. 

Apr. 2a 1985* 

R. 

100 and 250 mg. 

mic agent. 

The Lilly Research Lab¬ 



Melhohcxital 

Bre vital (intra- 

Anesthetic. 

Apr. 27,1965* 

R< 

sodium. fiOQ mg., 

venous inJee- 


oratories, Kit Lilly Sc 


2.5 gm., and 5.0 
gin. per ampoule. 

tlon). 


Co. 



Aspirin, 10 grains_ 

Relay (sustained 

Analgesic. _ 

Vick Chemical Co., 

Juno 30,1905 

OTC 


release tablet). 

division of Richard- 
son-Merrell, Inc. 




5 percent, 10 i>er- 
cent, and 15 per- 

Mannitol solu¬ 
tions (injec- 

Diuretic nnd kid¬ 
ney function 

Don Baxter, Inc. 

Oct. 8, 1965 

R« 


cent Mandolin 
distilled water; 

10 percent raanni- 

lions). 

agent. 




tol in 6 percent 
dextrose solution; 



. 



15 percent mannitol 
and 5 percent dex¬ 
trose in 0.45 per¬ 
cent NaCl solu¬ 



• 



tion; 5 porcent 
mannitol and 5 
percent dextrose 
in 0.12 percent 






NaCl solution. 
Flurandrenolono, 

Cordran (oint¬ 

Corticosteroid_ 

The Lilly Research Lab¬ 

Oct. 18,1965 s 

Rt 

0.025 percent. 

ment). 


oratories. Eli Lilly Sc 
Co. 



Cetylpyrldinium 

Scojxi (mouth¬ 
wash and gar¬ 

Antiseptic. 

Procter & Gamble Co... 

Oct. 19,1965 

OTC 

chloride; doml- 



phen bromide. 

gle); 





Cetylpyrldinium 

Intersept (aerosol 

.do. 

Johnson & Johnson. 

Nov. 3.1965.. 

OTC 

acetate, 0.257 I Her¬ 
eout by weight; • 

foam). 





dequallnium ace¬ 






tate, 0.257 percent 
by weight. 






Vinblastine sulfate, 
10 mg. per 
ampoule. 

Volbam (intra¬ 
venous injec¬ 
tion). 

Antlneopiastic—. 

Ell Lilly A Co. 

Nov. 5, 1965.*. 

Rx 


Corticotropin, 40 

Wilcort (injec¬ 

Vitamin and 

The Wilson Labora¬ 

Nov. 18, 

Rx 

U.S.P. units per 

tion). 

adrenal stim¬ 

tories, division of 

1965.* 

cc.; cymiocobala- 
min, 100 meg. per 
cc. 

Propitocaine hydro- 

ulator. 

Wilson & Co., Inc. 




Cltancst Tlydro* 
chloride (injec¬ 

Local anesthetic... 

Astra Pharmaceutical, 
Inc. 

.do _ 

Rt 

chloride, l per¬ 
cent, 2 percent, 


tion). 




3 percent, and 4 
percent; 3 percent 
with epinephrine 







1 ; 300,000. 






Tolaxaydde. 100 mg. 
and 2.Y) mg. 

Tolinase (tablet)^ 

Hypoglycemic 

The Upjohn Co_ 

_do.... 

R. 


agent. 



Xsofluropftate, 0.1 
percent. 

Floropryl (oph¬ 
thalmic solu¬ 

Parasympat ho¬ 
rn imotric (cho¬ 

Merck Sharp A 

Dohme, division of 

Nov. 22, 

1965.* 

Rt 


tion). 

linesterase In¬ 
activator). 

Merck St Co., Inc. 




1 1 he abbreviation *‘Rx” means restricted by law to prescription only; the abbreviation “OTC" applies to drain 
that by law turo not required to be sold on prescription. 

3 Supplemental application, labeling cliauge. 


Dated: January 27,1966. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Assistant Commissioner 
for Operations. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1355; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966: 
8:45 a.m.J 


ROHM & HAAS CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Pesticide Coordination Product of 
Zinc Ion and Maneb 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d)(1)), notice is given that a petition 
(PP 6F0467) has been filed by Rohm & 
Haas Co., Independence Mall West, 
Philadelphia, Pa., 19105. proposing the 
establishment of a* tolerance of 7 parts 
per million in or on eggplants, peppers. 


pimentos, and tomatoes for residues of a 
fungicide that is a coordination product 
of zinc ion and maneb (manganous 
ethylenebisdithiocarbamate) containing 
20 percent manganese. 2.5 percent zinc, 
and 77.5 percent ethylenebisdithiocar¬ 
bamate (the whole product of which is 
calculated as zinc ethylenebisdithiocar¬ 
bamate). 

The analytical methods proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of this 
fungicide are based on the procedure 
of Pease published in the Journal of the 
Association of Official Agricultural 
Chemists, vol. 40, 1957, p. 1113. 

Dated: February 2,1966. 

" J. K. Kirk, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Operations. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1389; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.J 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Bureau of Standards 

CERTAIN SIMPLIFIED PRACTICE REC¬ 
OMMENDATIONS AND COMMER¬ 
CIAL STANDARDS 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal 

In accordance with the “Procedures for 
the Development of Voluntary Product 
Standards/* (15 CFR Part 10; 30 F.R. 
238, Dec. 10, 1965), public notice is here¬ 
by given of the intent to withdraw 22 
Simplified Practice Recommendations 
and 12 Commercial Standards. 

It has been determined that these 
standards may be obsolete, technically 
inadequate, no longer acceptable to and 
used by the industry, or otherwise not in 
the public interest. Copies of the notice 
of the intent to withdraw these stand¬ 
ards are being sent to all previous accep¬ 
tors of the standards involved, the stand¬ 
ing committees when in existence, and to 
all interested industry groups. 

Objections to the proposed withdrawal 
should be made in writing to the Office of 
Product Standards, National Bureau of 
Standards, Washington, D.C., 20234, by 
March 15, 1966. The industry groups, or 
standing committees, concerned will be 
given until September 15,1966, to develop 
an acceptable revision of the standard, 
if after consultation with the Office of 
Product Standards a revision is deemed 
appropriate. If a revision acceptable for 
publication under the Department pro¬ 
cedures is not developed within that time, 
the standard will be withdrawn on Sep¬ 
tember 15, 1966. 

Withdrawal action terminates the au¬ 
thority to refer to a published stand¬ 
ard from the effective date of the with¬ 
drawal. 

The 22 Simplified Practice Recom¬ 
mendations and 12 Commercial Stand¬ 
ards involved in this action are listed 
numerically as follows; 

R 5 24 Hotel chinaware. 

R 13-28 Structural slate. 

R 14-28 Roofing slate. 

R 16-53 Lumber (American Lumber 
Standards for softwood lum¬ 
ber). v 

R 25-24 Hot-water storage tanks. 

R 33-25 Cafeteria and restaurant china- 
ware. 

R 34-24 Warehouse forms. 

R 39-25 Dining-car chinaware. 

R 40-25 Hospital chinaware. 

R 54-26 Sterling sUver flatware. 

R 65-26 Tinware, galvanized and japanned 
ware. 

R 66-35 Carbon brushes (carbon, graphite, 
and metal-graphite) and brush 
shunts. 

R 66-27 Automobile brake lining. 

R 73-27 One-piece porcelain Insulators. 

R 106-41 Hospital plumbing fixtures. 

R 108-44 Dental hypodermic needles. 

R 116-30 Dental brush wheels. 

R 117-30 Packaging of dental plaster, in¬ 
vestment, and artificial stone. 

R 130-32 Dental lathe grinding wheels. 

R 137-32 Dental cone-socket mirrors. 

R 195-46 Dental excavating burs. 

R 210-45 Carbon brush terminals (electric). 


CS 

12-48 

CS 

29-31 

CS 

32-31 

CS 

38-32 

CS 

40-32 

CS 

41-32 

CS 

44-32 

CS 

57-40 


CS 58-36 
CS 65-43 

CS 148-50 
CS 156-49 


Fuel Oils. 

Staple seats for water-closet 
bowls. 

Cotton cloth for rubber and 
proxylin coating. 

Hospital rubber sheeting. 

Surgeons’ rubber gloves. 

Surgeons’ latex gloves. 

Apple Wraps. 

Book cloths, buckrams, and im¬ 
pregnated fabrics for book¬ 
binding purposes, except li¬ 
brary bindings. 

Woven elastic fabrics for use in 
overalls. 

Methods of analysis and of re¬ 
porting fiber composition of 
textile products. 

Men’s circular flat and rib knit 
rayon underwear. 

Colors for Polystyrene Plastics. 


Signed in Washington, D.C., on this 
7th day of February 1966. 

A. V. Astin, 

Director , 

National Bureau of Standards. 

I F.R. Doc. 66-1445; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:51 a.m.) 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Proposed Agreement for Assumption 

of Certain AEC Regulatory Authority 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission is publishing 
for public comment, prior to action there¬ 
on, a proposed agreement received from 
the Governor of the State of New Hamp¬ 
shire for the assumption of certain of the 
Commission’s regulatory authority pur¬ 
suant to section 274 of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended. 

A r6sum6, prepared by the State of New 
Hampshire and summarizing the State’s 
proposed program, was also submitted to 
the Commission and is set forth below as 
an appendix to this notice. Attachments 
referenced in the appendix are included 
in the complete text of the program. A 
copy of the program, including proposed 
New Hampshire regulations, is available 
for public inspection in the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C., or may be ob¬ 
tained by writing to the Director, Divi¬ 
sion of State and Licensee Relations, 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20545. All interested per¬ 
sons desiring to submit comments and 
suggestions for the consideration of the 
Commission in connection with the pro¬ 
posed agreement should send them, in 
triplicate, to the Secretary, U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20545, within 30 days after initial publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

Exemptions from the Commission’s 
regulatory authority which would imple¬ 
ment this proposed agreement, as well as 
other agreements which may be entered 
into under section 274 of the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Act, as amended, were published as 
Part 150 of the Commission’s regulations 
in Federal Register issuance of Febru¬ 
ary 14, 1962; 27 F.R. 1351. In reviewing 
this proposed agreement, interested per¬ 
sons should also consider the afore¬ 
mentioned exemptions. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 24th 
day of January 1966. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

W. B. McCool, 
Secretary. 

Proposed Agreement Between the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission and the State 
op New Hampshire for Discontinuance op 
Certain Commission Regulatory Author, 
ity and Responsibility Within the State 
Pursuant to Section 274 op the Atomic 
Energy Act op 1954, as Amended 


Whereas, the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion (hereinafter referred to as the Commis¬ 
sion) is authorized under section 274 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(hereinafter referred to as the Act), to enter 
into agreements with the Governor of any 
State providing for discontinuance of the 
regulatory authority of the Commission 
within the State under Chapters 6, 7, and 8 
and section 161 of the Act with respect to 
byproduct materials, source materials, and 
special nuclear materials in quantities not 
sufficient to form a critical mass; and 

Whereas, the Governor and Council of the 
State of New Hampshire is authorized under 
Chapter 229, New Hampshire Laws of 1963. 
to enter into this Agreement with the Com¬ 
mission; and 

Whereas, the Governor of the State of New 

Hampshire certified on __ that the 

State of New Hampshire (hereinafter re¬ 
ferred to as the State) has a program for the 
control of radiation hazards adequate to pro¬ 
tect the public health and safety with respect 
to the materials within the State covered by 
this Agreement, and that the State desires to 
assume regulatory responsibility for such 
materials; and 

Whereas, the Commission found on. 

__ that the program of the State for 

the regulation of the materials covered by 
this Agreement Is compatible with the Com¬ 
mission’s program for the regulation of such 
materials and is adequate to protect the pub¬ 
lic health and safety; and 

Whereas, the State and the Commission 
recognize the desirability and importance erf 
cooperation between the Commission and 
the State in the formulation of standards 
for protection against hazards of radiation 
and in assuring that State and Commission 
programs for protection against hazards oi 
radiation will be coordinated and compati¬ 


ble; and 

Whereas, the Commission and the State 
recognize the desirability of reciprocal rec¬ 
ognition of licenses and exemption from * 
censing of those materials subject to 
Agreement, and x 

Whereas, this Agreement is entered in 
pursuant to the provisions of the Aioroa 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended; ^, n 

Now therefore, it is hereby agreed bet*ee 
the Commission and the Governor of 
State, acting in behalf of the State, as 

Article I. Subject to the exceptions pro* 
vlded in Articles n. in. and IV, the Co«*“ 
slon shall discontinue, ns of the effeetlye a 
of this Agreement, the regulatory ai 
of the Commission in the State wide P 
ters 6. 7, and 8. and section 161 of the aci 
with respect to the following material 

A. Byproduct materials; 

B. Source materials; and ., OT ,mies 

C. Special nuclear materials in qut 

not sufficient to form a critical ®* ss o , de 

Art. U. This Agreement d °f 8 P nd the 
for discontinuance of any author'J ^ 
Commission shall retain 8 "°l°?*f atlon of: 

sponslblllty with respeet to reguw ^ ^ 

A. The construction and operat 
production or utilization facility, 
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B. The export from or Import Into the 
United States of byproduct, source, or special 
nuclear material, or of any production or 
utilization facility; 

C. The disposal Into the ocean or sea of 
byproduct, source, or special nuclear waste 
materials as defined In regulations or orders 

of the Commission; 

D. The disposal of such other byproduct, 
source, or special nuclear material as the 
Commission from time to time determines 
by regulation or order should, because of the 
hazards or potential hazards thereof, not be 
so disposed of without a license from the 
Commission. 

Art. III. Notwithstanding this Agreement, 
the Commission may from time to time by 
rule, regulation, or order, require that the 
manufsecurer, processor or producer of any 
equipment, device, commodity or other prod¬ 
uct containing source, byproduct, or special 
nuclear material shall not transfer possession 
or control of such product except pursuant 
to a license or an exemption from licensing 
Issued by the Commission. 

Art. IV. This Agreement shall not affect 
the authority of the Commission under sub¬ 
section 161 b. or 1. of the Act to Issue rules, 
regulations, or orders to protect the common 
defense and security, to protect restricted 
data or to guard against the loss or diversion 
of special nuclear material. 

Art. V. The Commission will use Its best 
efforts to cooperate with the State and other 
agreement States in the formulation of 
standards and regulatory programs of the 
State and the Commission for protection 
against hazards of radiation and to assure 
that State and Commission programs for 
protection against hazards of radiation will 
be coordinated and compatible. The State 
will use its best efforts to cooperate with the 
Commission and other agreement States in 
the formulation of standards and regulatory 
programs of the State and the Commission 
for protection against hazards of radiation 
and to assure that the State’s program will 
continue to be compatible with the program 
of the Commission for the regulation of like 
materials. The State and the Commission 
will use their best efforts to keep each other 
informed of proposed changes in their re¬ 
spective rules and regulations and licensing, 
inspection and enforcement policies and 
criteria, and to obtain the pomments and 
assistance of the other party thereon. 

Art. VI. The Commission and the State 
agree that It Is desirable to provide for re¬ 
ciprocal recognition of licenses for the ma- 
wlals listed in Article I licensed by the other 
party or by any agreement State. Accord- 
^gly. the Commission and the State agree 
w use their best efforts to develop appro- 
rules » regulations, and procedures by 
ich such reciprocity will be accorded. 

. . ® T - The Commission, upon its own 
tiative after reasonable notice and oppor- 
Q for hearing to the State, or upon re- 
of the Q °vernor of the State, may 
nunatc or suspend this agreement and re- 
vpttnl , 1Icensln g and regulatory authority 
sinn a ,? UIMie r the Act if the Commis¬ 
sion i nds fiucl1 termination or suspen- 
and safety Ulr<Ki *** protect the P ublic health 

This Agreement shall become 

.- and shaU remain In effect 

“ “ —- 

'•ssifr*.*"-"' 


For the United States Atomic Energy 
Commission. 

Glenn T. Seaborg, 

Chairman. 

For the State of New Hampshire. 

John W. King, 

Governor. 

William A. Styles. 

Austin F. Quin net, 

Emile Simard. 

Robert L. Mallat, Jr., 

James H. Hayes, 

Executive Council . 

New Hampshire Radiation Protection and 
Radiation Control Program 

policies and procedures for the control op 

IONIZING RADLVTION 

Foreword 

The following narrative sets forth a brief 
description of the history, practices, capa¬ 
bilities, and proposed activities of the New 
Hampshire State Radiation Control Agency 
(hereafter referred to as “the Agency”) of 
the New Hampshire State Department of 
Health and Welfare, Division of Public Health 
Services, as they relate to the assumption of 
certain regulatory functions of the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission and to the con¬ 
trol of all sources of ionizing radiation. In¬ 
cluding naturally occurring Isotopes and 
radiation producing machines. 

The U.S. Atomic Energy Commission is 
authorized by section 274 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954. as amended, to enter into 
an agreement with the Governor of a State 
to transfer to the State certain functions 
of licensing and regulatory control of by¬ 
product, source, and special nuclear ma¬ 
terial in quantities not sufficient to form a 
critical mass. The transfer of responsibility 
with respect to these sources of ionizing 
radiation is made upon the determination 
by the Atomic Energy Commission that the 
State has the competency to administer li¬ 
censing and regulatory authority of such 
sources. 

The New Hampshire regulatory program 
for the control of sources of ionizing radia¬ 
tion will be conducted In such a manner as 
to effectively protect the public health and 
safety, and to further the economic growth 
of the State through the encouragement of 
the constructive and safe and proper uses 
of radiation. The program will be main¬ 
tained so as to ensure compatibility with the 
regulatory program of the U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission and with the programs 
of other agreement States insofar as possible. 

Authority. The New Hampshire General 
Court, In 1963, enacted enabling legislation 
(RSA125, Chapter 229) designating the New 
Hampshire Department of Health and Wel¬ 
fare, Division of Public Health Services, as 
the New Hampshire State Radiation Control 
Agency, with the authority to promulgate, 
amend, and repeal codes and rules and reg¬ 
ulations. subject to public hearing; to re¬ 
quire the registration of sources of radiation 
as may be necessary to prohibit and prevent 
unnecessary radiation exposure; to enter at 
all reasonable times upon any private or pub¬ 
lic property for the purpose of determining 
whether there is compliance with or viola¬ 
tions of the provisions of RSA 125 and the 
rules and regulations Issued thereunder; and 
to conduct Inspections and surveys of radia¬ 
tion sources and their shielding and im¬ 
mediate surroundings. 


RSA 125 further authorizes the Governor 
and Council, on behalf of the State, to enter 
into an agreement with the U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission providing for the dis¬ 
continuance of certain licensing responsibil¬ 
ities of the Federal Government with respect 
to sources of ionizing radiation and the as¬ 
sumption thereof by the State. 

History. The New Hampshire State De¬ 
partment of Health and Welfare became in¬ 
volved with radiological health in 1938 when 
the Division of Industrial Hygiene was es¬ 
tablished. The Department's activities in 
this field were limited initially to the indus¬ 
trial uses of X-ray and radium for the most 
part, with some work being done In hos¬ 
pitals and in physicians' and dentists' offices 
on request. 

Emphasis on radiation safety became 
greater with the advent of the atomic energy 
program and the availability of radioisotopes 
in the late 1940's; and in 1950 one of the 
Division engineers attended a 6-week course 
in radiation safety at the Brookhaven Na¬ 
tional Laboratory. The Division staff also 
took advantage of the training programs in 
radiological health and safety sponsored by 
the U.S. Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare at Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Division personnel were employed on a 
part-time basis in the Radiological Defense 
Program of the New Hampshire Civil Defense 
Agency in the early 1950’s and were author¬ 
ized to acquire and use Cobalt 60 sources 
in the training of radiological monitors with¬ 
in State departments in 1953. Two of these 
personnel attended an instructor's school 
sponsored by the Federal Civil Defense Ad¬ 
ministration and one engineer was tempo¬ 
rarily attached to the Civil Effects Test 
Group of the AEC’s Operation Plumbob at 
Mercury, Nev., in 1957. These personnel have 
since participated on a part-time basis in a 
formal training program for community 
radiological monitoring teams and have been 
licensed by the AEC for the use of a 5-curie 
Cobalt 60 source and a 120-curie Cesium 137 
source, for instrument calibration purposes. 

When the AEC’s licensing program was 
established in 1957, Division personnel began 
accompanying the Commission’s inspectors 
on joint inspections of licensed users of 
radioisotopes in both the industrial and 
medical fields. At about this time inspec¬ 
tions and surveys of the medical uses of X- 
ray were intensified and in 1959 a survey of 
all dental office personnel in the State was 
conducted at the request of the New Hamp¬ 
shire Dental Society. 

Training in health physics has been fur¬ 
thered by the attendance of two of the Divi¬ 
sion personnel, a chemist and an engineer, 
at a 10-week course at the Oak Ridge Insti¬ 
tute of Nuclear Studies in 1964 and training 
in the AEC’s licensing procedures was accom¬ 
plished through a 2-week course at the AEC 
offices in Bethesda, Md. 

The recommendations of the National Bu¬ 
reau of Standards with regard to radiation 
shielding and limits of radiation exposure for 
humans have been adhered to until the pres¬ 
ent time and primary emphasis has been 
placed on radiation sources not regulated or 
otherwise under the jurisdiction of the 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

Personnel. The backgrounds of training 
and experience in radiation of persons em¬ 
ployed in the future to fill vacancies on the 
New Hampshire Radiation Control Agency 
staff will he equivalent to those of the pres¬ 
ent prospective staff. Following are the 
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resumes of the backgrounds of the proposed 

Agency staff: 

Forrest H. Bumtord 

EDUCATION 

University of New Hampshire—1937, B.S., 
Mech. Eng. 

Special courses in Industrial Hygiene, Radio¬ 
logical Defense, and Radiological Health, 
USPHS—DOD—AEC. 

MILITARY 

U.S. Army Reserve 1936-1944 (1st Lieut.). 

U.S. Public Health Service (R), Active Duty 
1941-1946 (Lieut., S.G.). 

U.S. Public Health Service (R), 1946-Date 
(Comm.). 

EXPERIENCE 

1937-1940—The Trane Co., La Crosse, Wls., 
Heating, Ventilating and A.C. Engineer. 

1940- 1941—State of New Hampshire, Dept, of 
Health, Division of Industrial Hygiene, In¬ 
dustrial Hygiene Engineer. 

1941- 1946—U.S. Public Health Service, In¬ 
dustrial Hygiene Engineer, Stationed N.H., 
District of Columbia, Tenn. 

1946- 1947—State of Ohio, Youngstown, Ohio, 
District Industrial Hygiene Engineer. 

1947- 1952—State of New Hampshire, Con¬ 
cord, N.H., Industrial Hygiene Engineer, 
Acting Director of Division 1951. 

1952-Date—State of New Hampshire, Direc¬ 
tor, Division of Industrial Hygiene or Bu¬ 
reau of Occupational Health. 

RADIATION EXPERIENCE 

1941-Date—Experience in industrial, diag¬ 
nostic, therapeutic, and fluoroscopic X-ray 
machines—safety and health. Health and 
safety in use of radium in hospitals, clinics, 
and Industry. 

1951-Date—State RADEF Officer in Civil De¬ 
fense program. Charge of radiological 
defense for State; training of monitors 
and care and maintenance of instruments. 

1957-Date—Hold AEC licenses for use of 
scaled sources for use in training and cali¬ 
bration of instruments, including multi¬ 
curie (5) Cobalt 60 sources. Cesium 137 
source (120 curie), including leak testing. 

1961-Date—Appointed Director, State Radia¬ 
tion Control Agency, Division of Public 
Health, Department of Health and Welfare. 

Richard S. Dumm 

education 

University of New Hampshire—1951, B.S., 
Agr. Engineering. 

Special courses: 

Industrial Ventilation, Michigan State 
Univ., 1954 (1 week). 

Radiological Defense Instructor, OCDM, 
1957 (1 week). 

Civil Effects Test Group, AEC Nevada Test 
Site. 1957 (2 weeks). 

Civil Defense for Food and Drug Officials, 
USFDA, 1963 (1 week). 

Radiological Health Physics. Oak Ridge In¬ 
stitute of Nuclear Studies, 1964 (10 
weeks). 

MILITARY 

Enlisted USNR Nov. 1943-June 1946 (27 mos. 
active). 

Enlisted USNR Apr. 1960-Jan. 1952 (12 mos. 
active). 

Commissioned USNR Jan. 1952-date (13 mos. 
active). 

experience 

U.S. Naval Reserve (active) Feb. 1951-Mar. 
1953. 

State of New Hampshire, Dept, of Health, 
Division of Industrial Hygiene, Apr. 1953- 
date. 

RADIATION 

Health and safety of medical and industrial 
uses of X-ray and radium; 1953-date. 


Teaching radiological defense to local town 
and city organizations; 1957-date. 

Special courses (see Education). 

John R. Stanton 
education 

St. Anslem’s College, Manchester, N.H.—1955, 
A.B. Chemistry. Member St. Anslem’s 
Chemical Society, 1952-55. 

military 

Two years active duty with U.S. Army. 1955- 
57; duty, weather observer. Seven years 
with New Hampshire National Guard, 1957 
to date. 

SPECIAL TRAINING 

Weather Observer School, Fort Monmouth, 
N.J., 1956 (13 weeks). 

Industrial Hygiene Chemistry Course—DOH 
USPHS Cincinnati. Ohio, 1963 (2 weeks). 

Dust Evaluation Techniques Course—DOH 
USPHS Cincinnati, Ohio. 1963 (1 week). 

Civil Defense for Food and Drug Officials 
course—USFDA, Concord, N.H., 1963 (1 
week). 

Radiological Health course—AEC—ORINS— 
Oak Ridge, Tenn., 1964 (10 weeks). 

experience 

Chemist (Highway Materials Testing)—New 
Hampshire Department of Public Works 
and Highways, 1957-1962. Immediate Su¬ 
pervisor, Paul S. Otis. Principal duties: 
chemical analysis of paints, tar, asphalt 
and other highway construction materials. 

Industrial Hygiene Chemist—Occupational 
Health Service, New Hampshire Depart¬ 
ment of Health and Welfare, 1962 to pres¬ 
ent. Immediate Supervisor, Forrest H. 
Bumford. Principal duties: (1) Chemical 
analysis of trace metals, solvents and 
metabolic products of toxins using in¬ 
frared spectroscopy, ultraviolet spectro¬ 
photometry and gas chromatography; (2) 
monitoring of daily air samples for beta 
activity. 

governor’s radiation advisory committee 

Robert Normandi. Ph. D., Chairman, Pro¬ 
fessor of Biology and Radiation Biology, 
St. Anslem’s College. Manchester, NJEI. 
Holds AEC license. 

Frank Lane, MX)., Chief Roentgenologist, 
Mary Hitchcock Memorial Hospital, Han¬ 
over, N.H., Radiation Safety Officer, Mary 
Hitchcock Memorial Hospital, Hanover, 
NJH. Charge of 1,000 curie cobalt 60 
teletherapy units. Holds AEC licenses. 

Laurence Bixby, M.D., Roentgenologist, Dover 
City Hospital. Dover, N.H., Roentgenologist, 
Frisbie Memorial Hospital, Rochester, 
N.H. 

John Lockwood, Sc. D., Chairman, Depart¬ 
ment of Physics. University of New Hamp¬ 
shire, Durham, N.H. Considerable experi¬ 
ence with various isotopes and member of 
University Radiation Committee. Holds 
AEC license. 

J. Copenhaver, Ph. D., Chairman, Dept, of Bi¬ 
ological Sciences, Dartmouth College, Han¬ 
over. N.H. Holds AEC license. 

Gene Likens, Ph. D.. Dept, of Biological Sci¬ 
ences, Dartmouth College, Hanover, N.H. 
Holds AEC license. 

Richard D. Brew, President, Brew Co., Con¬ 
cord, N.H. Representing industrial inter¬ 
ests on committee. 

Paul Simpson, Sanders Associates, Nashua, 
N.H. Representing industrial interests on 
committee. 

Leonard Hill, Comptroller, State of New 
Hampshire, State House, Concord, N.H. 
Representing Governor on State Com¬ 
mittee. 

The committee membership will be 

changed somewhat after January 1966, to 


give a more balanced membership amongst 
the various professions concerned with radio¬ 
logical health. This committee will keep 
the Governor and Council informed on 
matters relative to radiation problems with¬ 
in the State. 

They will also recommend programs und 
policies to the Radiation Control Agency und 
act as advisors to the Director of the Agency. 
They or certain members of the committee 
will also serve the Agency as an isotope com¬ 
mittee similar to that in use by the AEC. 

Licensing and registration. The State pro¬ 
gram provides for the issuance of both spe¬ 
cific and general licenses for radioactive ma¬ 
terials. The specific license will be issued to 
authorize the possession of such quantities 
of special nuclear material, source material, 
byproduct material, and other naturally oc¬ 
curring radioactive materials, such as ra¬ 
dium, as are not generally licensed or ex¬ 
empted from licensing under the regulations 
General licenses are established in the regula¬ 
tions for the possession of such quantities of 
certain radioactive materials as are consid¬ 
ered to be unlikly to present a hazard to the 
health and safety of the public under the 
filing of applications with the Agency or the 
Issuance of licensing documents to the par¬ 
ticular persons using the radioactive mate¬ 
rial. 

Persons possessing less than certain quan¬ 
tities of radioactive materials, as stated In the 
regulations, or who possess items containing 
certain specified radioactive materials are ex¬ 
empted from the licensing requirements of 
the regulations. 

The program also requires that persons 
having possession of any source of ionizing 
radiation other than exempt radioactive ma¬ 
terial and radioactive material licensed under 
the regulations, including machines or de¬ 
vices capable of producing ionizing radiation, 
shall register such machines or devices with 
the Agency on a form provided by the Agency. 

The Agency is responsible for evaluating 
applications for and the Issuing of licenses. 
Provision has been made, however, for a radi¬ 
ation advisory committee to assist the Agency 
In evaluations which require technical con¬ 
sultation. The board will consist of persons 
highly qualified in the fields of the medical 
uses of radiation, physics, and industry 
whenever possible. In addition, the Agency 
will utilize the applicable licensing criteria 
of the UJS. Atomic Energy Commission in 
making its evaluations. 

Inspection. Inspections of activities us¬ 
ing radiation sources will be made on a 
periodic basis. The most hazardous uses or 
radiation will be Inspected at least once 
in each 6-month period, and other uses on a 
less frequent basis, depending upon the rel¬ 
ative hazard. All licensed or registered activ¬ 
ities will be inspected at least once In each 2- 
year period. 

Announcement of an intended inspection 
may or may not be made prior to its execu- 


ion. 

Inspection visits will usually Include a 
omprehensive review by the Inspector or t 
icensee’8 equipment, facilities, and handling 
r storage of radioactive material, the pro- 
edures, in effect, including actual opera- 
ion, and interviewing of personnel ac 
lly involved. The inspector will review tne 
ser’s survey methods and results. ] 
lonitoring practices and results, the po* » 
nd labeling used, the instructions to per 
onnel, and the methods and apparent eh 
iveness of maintaining control of people m 
he controlled area. He will review the users 
-cords of receipts, transfers, and Indent : rj 
f licensed materials, if any. 
ally check the inventory. He will exa J“J“ 
-cords concerning any disposal of ra ^ 
ve material which might have bee 0 ' 
[e may make measurements of 
>vels. Prior to the termination of each 
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spectlon. the inspector will meet with the 
management to discuss the results of his in¬ 
spection. At this time he will present tenta¬ 
tive oral recommendations or suggestions, 
and will attempt to answer questions con¬ 
cerning the regulatory program. 

The inspector will prepare a detailed report 
to inform his superior and the licensee or 
registrant of all the facts and circumstances 
observed during the inspection, including 
recommendations for the abatement of non- 
compliance matters. The report will pro¬ 
vide the basis for any necessary enforcement 
action by the Agency. 

In addition, there will be investigations of 
incidents and complaints involving licensed 
or registered sources of radiation to deter¬ 
mine the cause, and measures taken by the 
licensee or registrant to cope with the inci¬ 
dent. whether or not there was noncompli- 
ance with the regulations, and the steps the 
licensee or registrant is taking to ensure that 
a recurrence of the Incident will not take 
place. 

Enforcement. Minor items of noncompli¬ 
ance. such as improper signs, failure to label, 
etc., will be included in the inspector’s report 
and. if the licensee or registrant agrees to 
correct these irregularities at the time of the 
Inspection, the corrective action taken will 
he reviewed with the licensee or registrant 
during the next periodic Inspection. If the 
inspection reveals a noncompliance of a more 
serious nature, the licensee or registrant 
will be required to accomplish corrective 
action prior to a time fixed by the director of 
the Agency, which time shall be not more 
than ten days subsequent to formal written 
notification of the item of noncompliance by 
the Agency. The licensee or registrant will 
be required to Inform the Agency in writing, 
usually within 15 days of formal notification, 
as to corrective action taken and the date it 
was accomplished. In these cases, the Agen¬ 
cy’s representative will either conduct a 
prompt follow-up inspection or the matter 
will be reviewed during the next regular 
inspection to insure that corrective action 
has, in fact, been accomplished. If the reply 
does not satisfactorily explain the noncom- 
pllance and assure that further violations 
will be prevented, the Agency will take such 
mtiiUstr&tive actions as are available to it. 

where administrative enforcement of the 
rules and regulations of the Agency does not 
prove successful, a civil action may be insti¬ 
tuted on behalf of the Agency for injunctive 
rcuel to prevent the violation of the pro- 
TOjons of the rules and regulations, 
th h dlrector °* the Agency has legal au- 
aority, in an emergency situation, to issue 
d L 0r ? er reciting that such an emergency 
ln fact - exist and requiring that such 
toM? 0 n?* be clecms necessary be taken to 
s the emergency. Any person to whom 
tn ® an 1 °"*« r ls directed is required by law 
comply with the order immediately, 
tion y Person who receives a notice of viola- 
an the regula tl°ns of the Agency and 

u-hA « er of flba tement of the violation, or 
thA to comply immediately with 

an An? 018 ° f tbe dlrec tor of the Agency, in 
he&iw? e . ncy si tuation, may apply for a 
Pub!ir g « be !° re the director of the Division of 
D* ealt * Services. New Hampshire State 
bearing?, 1 0f health and Welfare, and a 
1 *** affor ded within 15 days. 
Provikf^ 80 ! 1 who wilfull y violates any of the 
Agencv * °* the rules and regulations of the 
Agencv' ^ Wll ° vlola tes an order of the 
be gullty of a crlme and upon 
PrlsonmA^ may ** Pnnished by a fine or lm- 
0r both ’ M Provided by law. 
“ons from 1116 Agency wl11 exem P* Per- 
the licensing requirement of the 

receive Who Use ’ tr ansf er, possess, or 
materia? ypr °d uct . source, or special nuclear 
t mtieni D ^d^titlee not sufficient to form 
by the u c niaa8 P ursuan t to a license issued 
S ' At °mlc Energy Commission or by 


another agreement state provided that such 
persons notify the Agency Immediately of the 
presence of such materials within the state. 

Compatibility. It is the policy of the State 
of New Hampshire to Institute and maintain 
a regulatory program for sources for ionizing 
radiation so as to provide for a system con¬ 
sonant insofar as possible with the standards 
and regulatory programs of the Federal gov¬ 
ernment and with those of other agreement 
States. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-937; Filed. Jan. 25. 1966; 

8:49 a.m.J 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No. 168161 

BALAIR AG 
Notice of Hearing 

In the matter of the application of 
Balair AG for temporary inclusive tour 
authority. Summer 1966. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, that a hearing in the 
above-entitled proceeding will be held on 
February 28, 1966, at 10 a.m., e.s.t., in 
Room 925, Universal Building, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington. 
D.C., before the undersigned examiner. 

For information concerning the issues 
involved and other details in this pro¬ 
ceeding. interested persons are referred to 
the prehearing conference report served 
on February 3, 1966. and other docu¬ 
ments which are in the docket of this 
proceeding on file in the Docket Section 
of the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
3, 1966. 

[seal] Milton H. Shapiro, 

Hearing Examiner. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1407; Filed. Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:50 a.m.) 


(Docket No. 16856] 

HARRISON AIRWAYS, LTD. 

Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that hearing in the 
above-entitled proceeding is assigned to 
be held on February 14, 1966, at 10 a.m., 
e.s.t., in Room 925, Universal Building, 
Connecticut and Florida Avenues NW., 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Joseph L. Fitzmaurice. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
3,1966. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1408; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:50 a.m.] 


(Docket No. 16909] 

MONTREAL-TAMPA/MIAMI CASE 

Revised Notice of Prehearing 
Conference 

This is to revise the notice of prehear¬ 
ing conference issued under date of 
January 28. 1966, in the above-entitled 


case. Since Eastern now holds a cer¬ 
tificate authorizing it to provide nonstop 
service between Toronto and any point 
on routes 5 and 6, issue No. 1 stated in 
the January 28 notice will be deleted and 
the case will be limited to a consideration 
of whether the public convenience and 
necessity require a route between Tampa/ 
Miami and Montreal operated by a U.S. 
air carrier, and if so, which carrier should 
be authorized to provide the service. No 
change will be made in the dates fixed in 
that notice for filing of motions and 
other documents, and the conference 
will be held on February 23, 1966. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 2, 
1966. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1409; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:50 a.m.] 


(Docket No. 16692] 

TRANSPORTES AEREOS 
PORTUGUESES, S.A.R.L. 

Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, that hearing in the 
above-entitled proceeding is assigned to 
be held on February 10, 1966, at 11 a.m., 
e.s.t., in Room 911, Universal Building, 
Connecticut and Florida Avenues NW., 
Washington, D.C., before the under¬ 
signed. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
2,1966. 

[seal] Joseph L. Fitzmaurice, 

Hearing Examiner . 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1410; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:50 a.m.] 


(Docket No. 16920; Order E-23186] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order To Show Cause Regarding Re¬ 
duced Fares for Passenger Agents 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 2d day of February 1966. 

In the Fiee and Reduced-Rate Trans¬ 
portation Case, decided in 1951/ the 
Board found that free or reduced-rate 
overseas and foreign air transportation 
for passenger sales agents was justified 
under the circumstances then existing 
and approved IATA Resolution No. 203, 
which provides for the grant of such re¬ 
duced fares in foreign air transportation. 
Under this resolution, the members of 
IATA may grant not in excess of two 
tickets for one-way, round or circle trips 
per calendar year for each approved sales 
office of the passenger agent at a reduc¬ 
tion of not more than 75 percent of the 
applicable fare. 

More recently, on June 11, 1965, the 
members of IATA filed pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 412 of the Federal Aviation Act of 


» 14 CAB 481. 
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1958, as amended (the Act), a resolution 
(Agreement CAB 18375-R9) which would 
grant similar concessions to cargo sales 
agents. 3 

The above agreement, coupled with 
various matters heretofore, or now pend¬ 
ing. before the Board involving the grant 
of free or reduced rate transportation to 
travel agents for domestic travel, has 
caused the Board, for the reasons set 
forth below, to reexamine its policy and 
the present practices of the industry 
relative to the grant of such transporta¬ 
tion. Thus, the Board has reached the 
tentative conclusion that it should with¬ 
draw its approval of the aforementioned 
IATA resolution insofar as such resolu¬ 
tion prescribes a system for the exten¬ 
sion of reduced-rate transportation to 
travel agents. However, before taking 
such action the Board will provide an op¬ 
portunity for the carriers to show cause 
why such proposed action should not be 
made final. 

The relationship between the agents 
and the carriers difFers substantially to¬ 
day from what it was in 1951. Under 
the conference resolutions in force at 
that time, the carriers had substantially 
greater control over the appointment of 
new agents, and the continuation of their 
services. The carriers both openly and 
directly, and indirectly undertook to 
police the activities of the travel agents 
to assure that the agents served the pri¬ 
mary business interests of the carriers. 
In fact, no person could enter the travel 
agency business without the active spon¬ 
sorship of a carrier, or in the absence of 
a carrier-determined need for the par¬ 
ticular agency’s services. Moreover, the 
carriers’ power to terminate an agency 
appointment was considerable. 

The situation today is vastly different. 
Patent abuses, actual and potential, of 
the foregoing private-licensing system 
led to changes so that today the carriers 
are obliged to permit entry into the travel 
agency business of any person who is 
able to satisfy objective tests of ability 
to serve the public. Moreover, a travel 
agency once placed on the rolls has been 
given a considerable measure of pro¬ 
cedural protection against removal. We 
are concerned that, under the present 
system, the availability of reduced-fare 
transportation may encourage the pro¬ 
liferation of travel agencies created by 
persons whose principal purpose is to 
obtain reduced-rate transportation for 
themselves and not to serve the public. 
Such practices, of course, defeat the 
basic purpose of our approval of the 
grant of reduced fares to travel agents, 
which was the promotion of air trans¬ 
portation. 

On the other hand, we share the in¬ 
dustry’s view that there is a sales ad¬ 
vantage in the agent’s being able to speak 
with first-hand knowledge, and that in 


2 By Order E-22431, adopted July 12. 1965, 
the Board deferred action on this agreement 
to permit interested persons to file com¬ 
ments In support of or in opposition to the 
agreement. There has been no final action 
on the proposal and such action now will be 
withheld pending developments in the in¬ 
stant proceeding. 


the travel business reduced rate air 
transportation provides a useful way of 
assuring that travel agents will have 
such knowledge. As a matter of fact, 
our recognition of this fact caused us, 
in 1963, to establish a program whereby 
travel agents could be oriented to the 
advantages of domestic vacation areas. 8 
Although this program may be more 
costly to the carriers, and less flexible 
insofar as the agents are concerned, it 
does provide a greater measure of as¬ 
surance that the free or reduced-rate 
travel extended to the agent will be es¬ 
sentially for business purposes. 

It is the failure of the current system 
to confine free or reduced-rate trans¬ 
portation closely enough to the legiti¬ 
mate business purposes of the granting 
carrier, as well as the agent, that we 
believe warrants correction. We note, 
for example, that the resolution in no 
way restricts the purpose of the agents’ 
travel to matters which will enhance 
their ability to sell air transportation. 

On the basis of the foregoing, the 
Board has decided tentatively that con¬ 
tinued approval of IATA Resolution No. 
203 is adverse to the public interest, and 
that it would therefore be appropriate to 
withdraw its approval of such resolu¬ 
tion. The Board intends to take this 
action upon the expiration of 90 days 
from the date of service of this order, 
unless within 20 days from the date of 
service hereof the members of IATA 
show cause why such action should not 
be taken.' The Board will also allow 
other interested persons to file comments 
in support of or in opposition to the 
action proposed herein. Unless such 
showing is made, the Board would ex¬ 
pect that within the 90-day period the 
carriers, if they choose to continue the 
grant of free or reduced-rate transporta¬ 
tion to agents in foreign air transporta¬ 
tion, would develop a program which 
would more effectively relate the grant 
of such transportation to purposes of 
education and familiarization, and 
which would establish appropriate pro¬ 
cedures designed to prevent abuse of the 
program. 

For example, it has been suggested 
that programs for awarding free or re¬ 
duced-rate transportation to agents 
might be administered by the airlines’ 
trade organizations; i.e., IATA and the 
Air Traffic Conference of America, under 
an incentive system which would key the 
amount of transportation granted the 
agent to the amount of his sales. It may 
well be that such a program would have 
the direct promotional effect which is 
our objective, and would also serve to 
curb any abuses that result from the 
present program. In any event, the 
Board w r ould hope that the foregoing 
suggestion and other possible alterna¬ 
tives to existing procedures would be 
explored fully. 

Accordingly , it is ordered, 

1. That the U.S. members of IATA show 
cause within 20 days from the date of 
service hereof why the Board’s approval 
of IATA Resolution 203 should not be 
withdrawn effective 90 days from the 


2 Order E-20120, adopted Oct. 24, 1963. 


date of service hereof insofar as the 
resolution is applicable to air transpor¬ 
tation as defined in the Act; 

2. That any other interested person 
may file within 20 days from the date of 
service hereof, comments in support of 
or in opposition to the action proposed 
herein; provided that such comments 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Board’s Docket Section; and 

3. That petitions for reconsideration 
of the order shall not be entertained 
since an opportunity to respond hereto 
is provided. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[PR. Doc. 66-1411; FUed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 16114; FCC 66-80] 

AERONAUTICAL EXTRAORDINARY 
ADMINISTRATIVE RADIO CONFER¬ 
ENCE, INTERNATIONAL TELECOM¬ 
MUNICATION UNION 

Third Notice of Inquiry Regarding 
Preparation 

1. A second notice of inquiry in the 
above-entitled matter was adopted by the 
Commission on September 15.1965. The 
purpose of the Notice was to afford in¬ 
terested persons an opportunity to fur¬ 
nish their views with respect to draft 
proposals prepared for the second ses¬ 
sion of the Aeronautical Extraor¬ 
dinary Administrative Radio Conference 
(EARC) scheduled to be convened by 
the International Telecommunication 
Union (ITU) in March 1966. 

2. Those proposals, with minor modi¬ 

fications. have been transmitted to the 
ITU by the Department of State as the 
official proposals of the United States. 
Since that time informal discussions have 
taken place between U.S. representatives 
and those of some other countries wno 
will be participating in the EARC. wiui 
respect to differences between the pro¬ 
posals of different countries. We are 
aware that proposals by others will 
discussed, calling for a specific dateo> 
which the use of double sideband ' 
equipment must be discontinued in 
aeronautical mobile (R) sendee in 
high frequency spectrum. January . 
1976, has been proposed by at least 
Administration. . 

3. While there is general agreemen 

that single sideband (SS B) Stances 
mately replace DSB in those n - 
where high frequency circu , 1 £ r ^ Ie « 
to be required, there is considera ^ _ 
certainty as to where high frt 2’ rl '. 
circuits will in fact be required E*P« 

ments to date offer considers ble P^ 

that the use of space conunuiUcaUo^ 
techniques in VHP bands will b * 
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satisfy requirements on long over water 
flights that can be met today only by the 
use of high frequencies. It is anticipated 
that a system using space techniques 
could be operational, on a limited basis, 
over the North Atlantic as early as 1967. 
From that point on, full implementation 
of the system would be an evolutionary 
process with more and more aircraft be¬ 
coming equipped to work in the system. 
Additionally, the overall system could be 
expected to grow to provide service 
throughout the world, with the probable 
exception of the polar areas. 

4. The full development of such a sys¬ 
tem, and the time-frame within which 
it would occur introduce additional un¬ 
certainties. Airborne DSB equipment 
now in service may well continue to be 
useful until a system using space tech¬ 
niques becomes operational. We are 
therefore reluctant to support the man¬ 
datory retirement of such equipment in 
favor of SSB by any specific date since 
this could require the expense of chang¬ 
ing to SSB and soon thereafter the addi¬ 
tional expense of retrofitting the same 
aircraft to work in a more fully developed 
system using space techniques. However, 
recognizing that a number of the Dele¬ 
gations attending the Aeronautical 
EARC may advocate a mandatory con¬ 
version schedule, comment is requested 
concerning the following: 

a. Reasons for and against establish¬ 
ment of such a date; and 

b. If the conference decides to estab¬ 
lish a date: 

(1) What would be a reasonable date 
for Major World Air Route Areas 
(MWARA); and 

<2) What would be a reasonable date 
for Regional and Domestic Air Route 
Areas (RDARA) ? 

5. International demands for the use 
of suppressed carrier SSB in the HP 
spectrum in lieu of DSB are increasing 
in all radio services in the name of spec¬ 
trum conservation. Measures are in or- 
oer to encourage the orderly transition 
n c£ SB and discourage the future use of 
t>SB where this can be done without 
jmaue economic cost to the user. There- 
♦K re V. we consider recommending to 
jne Department of State that the U.S. 
^legation should introduce at the Con- 

a pro P os al that all new HP in- 
^nations in the aeronautical mobile 
uV" service after January 1. 1970, must 
nr« Cap .? ble of operation both with sup- 

Lm SSe ?nf arrier 880 and with DSB sys¬ 
tems still hi use. 

^Ll re ? uirement respect to new 
discussed in paragraph 5 
of n - u d pose no Problem in the case 
aro . ^. air ” car rier aircraft since they now 
asno!f, Produced with SSB equipment 
baJu n P L the nonnal installation. The 
lies in P ^° b em Precluding an earlier date 
use in « eW * smaller aircraft intended for 
bo-LX" T UCh as Alaska where less 
emDlnv ,f ted equipment is normally 
22 "H /“* date Proposed should 
Provide. tlme for manufacturers to 
«!UiDm n J 18htwelght ’ hl ehly reliable 

3Sg*gy » for use ln a11 types of 

Priori V fK W ° f the Iiml ted time available 
be convening of the aeronauti¬ 


cal EARC, comments in response to this 
Inquiry should be submitted on or before 
February 25, 1966. In accordance with 
the provisions of § 1.51 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, an original and 14 copies of 
all statements or comments shall be fur¬ 
nished the Commission. 


Adopted: February 2,1966. 
Released: February 4,1966. 


[SEAL] 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 

Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. DOC. 

66-1417; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:50 a.m.l 


[FCC 66-1061 

INTERFERENCE OF FM CHANNELS 
WITH TELEVISION RECEPTION 


Statement of Policy Regarding 
Change of Channels 

February 3,1966. 

The Commission is becoming increas¬ 
ingly concerned over petitions for rule 
making which ask that FM channels be 
changed or deleted to avoid actual or po¬ 
tential interference to the reception of 
VHF TV stations operating between 174 
and 216 Mc/s (Channels 7-13). This in¬ 
terference can occur whenever the sec¬ 
ond harmonic of the FM signal (twice the 
FM frequency) falls within the channel 
of the TV signal or is generated within 
the TV receiver. 

In an Information Bulletin entitled 
“Potential Interference to Television Re¬ 
ception from the Operation of FM 
Broadcast Stations on Certain Fre¬ 
quencies” issued on February 19, 1965 
(FCC 65-130), we explained how this 
type of interference originates, and what 
could be done to eliminate or alleviate 
it and we called upon FM stations, TV 
receiver manufacturers, and the general 
public to take whatever measures are 
needed to insure that both of these im¬ 
portant services could exist without ad¬ 
verse effect upon each other. 

We pointed out that the problem fre¬ 
quently involves TV receiver design and 
is one which ordinarily is not taken into 
account in assigning FM or TV chan¬ 
nels. We also stated that we had made 
some frequency changes for FM stations 
where a simple solution agreeable to all 
parties concerned was sought but warned 
that as the number of FM stations in¬ 
creases this type of solution might not 
be possible. 

Our experience since the issuance of 
the bulletin has confirmed our views that 
FM channel changes are not a satisfac¬ 
tory solution to the problem. There are 
several reasons for this conclusion. De¬ 
leting the FM channel which is har¬ 
monically related to the TV channel re¬ 
ceiving the interference, and refraining 
from assigning it to another community 
which might have the same potential 
problem, makes for an inefficient alloca¬ 
tion plan and reduces the assignments 
available to the FM service. Often, mov- 


1 Commissioners Lee and Wadsworth ab¬ 
sent. 


ing an offending assignment or making 
changes in assignments will shift the 
interference to another area or to an¬ 
other high band VHF station. 

In the past, the Commission has ap¬ 
proached the problem from the point of 
view that, although most of the problems 
stem from inadequacies in TV receiver 
design, the overall public interest would 
be benefited where changes in FM chan¬ 
nels could be made conveniently. The 
situation is however changing in that 
channel reallocations are becoming more 
difficult to make with the increasing 
number of FM stations, and it appeal's 
only a matter of time before it will be¬ 
come Impossible in many areas to make 
changes without adverse effect upon the 
public. 

In view of the foregoing, the Commis¬ 
sion is adopting the following policy to 
become effective on March 1, 1966. Pe¬ 
titions for FM channel changes will not 
receive favorable consideration unless: 

1. Where actual interference to TV 
reception is being caused: 

(a) Engineering showings are includ¬ 
ed which give evidence of the interfer¬ 
ence claimed and indicate the efforts 
made to eliminate the problem. 

(b) A showing is included that no FM 
channels are deleted, no Class A chan¬ 
nels are substituted for Class B or C 
channels, and the proposed reallocation 
will not result in a potential second har¬ 
monic problem being shifted to another 
city or TV station. 

2. In situations involving potential 
interference only, petitions for rule mak¬ 
ing include an analysis of the nature and 
extent of the expected problem, and a 
showing that the proposal will not result 
in any loss of potential FM service or 
would not shift the problem to another 
community or another TV station. 

The Commission wishes to emphasize 
that, in the electromagnetic environ¬ 
ment in which receivers must operate 
currently and in the future, the alloca¬ 
tion of frequencies to meet receiver in¬ 
adequacies is not justified. The spec¬ 
trum is simply too valuable to afford this 
luxury. 

We expect receiver manufacturers to 
design receivers reflecting the state of 
the art. Where design inadequacies in 
various situations result in interference 
being received, we feel that the installa¬ 
tion of suitable receiver filters is the ap¬ 
propriate remedy. If cooperative effort 
by all concerned is not adequate to 
achieve solutions to interference cases 
caused by receiver design problems, the 
public interest may require a request 
for legislation looking toward the pro¬ 
tection of the general public by ade¬ 
quate regulatory authority over receiver 
design. 

Adopted: February 2 , 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJEt. Doc. 66-1418; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:50 a.m.] 


1 Commissioners Hyde, Lee, and Wadsworth 
absent. 
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IFCC 66-98] 

CONTESTS AND PROMOTIONS WHICH 

ADVERSELY AFFECT PUBLIC INTER¬ 
EST 

February 4, 1966. 

The Commission has received many 
complaints concerning contests and other 
promotional ventures conducted by 
broadcast licensees. One of the most 
serious types of complaints received has 
been against “treasure hunts** which 
resulted in damage to public parks, li¬ 
braries, or museums as the contestants 
dug up the ground or ransacked the con¬ 
tents of public buildings in their search 
for the prize. Private property also has 
sometimes been damaged, and large 
crowds, attracted by the broadcast of 
clues, have blocked traffic, created dis¬ 
order, and necessitated the diversion of 
police from other duties. 

Other examples of contests or promo¬ 
tions which have adversely affected the 
public include: 

A contest which resulted in a vast ac¬ 
cumulation of scrap metal in a certain 
location, blocking access to nearby com¬ 
mercial establishments. 

A contest which led listeners to choose 
names at random from the telephone di¬ 
rectory and to call the persons listed at 
all hours of the day and night, causing 
great annoyance and effectively block¬ 
ing use of their telephones for normal 
purposes. 

Contests which, by requiring the par¬ 
ticipants to travel to a specified place in 


a very short time, have caused traffic 
violations and endangered life. 

The broadcast of “scare” announce¬ 
ments or headlines which either are un¬ 
true or are worded in such a way as to 
mislead and frighten the public: E.g., a 
sudden announcement delivered in a tone 
of excitement to the effect that “amoe- 
bas” were invading a certain city, im¬ 
plying that the amoebas were danger¬ 
ous creatures. 

In view of the recurrence of complaints 
on such contests and promotions, it must 
be emphasized again, “that the carrying 
of contests and promotions which ad¬ 
versely affect the public interest cannot 
be condoned.** 3 RR 2d 817, 820. 

Among the adverse consequences of 
some contests and promotions which have 
come to our attention were: Alarm to the 
public about imaginary dangers; in¬ 
fringement of public or private property 
rights or the right of privacy; annoyance 
or embarrassment to innocent parties; 
hazards to life and health; and traffic 
congestion or other public disorder re¬ 
quiring diversion of police from other 
duties. Contests or promotions which 
result in consequences such as these raise 
serious question as to the sense of respon¬ 
sibility of the broadcast licensee involved. 

Adopted: February 2, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 

[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

IF.R. Doc. 66-1419; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:51 a.ra.J 


[Canadian Change List 207] 

CANADIAN BROADCAST STATIONS 

List of Changes, Proposed Changes, and Corrections in Assignments 

December 17, 1965. 

Notification under the provisions of Part HI, section 2 of the North American 
Regional Broadcasting Agreement. 

List of changes, proposed changes, and corrections in assignments of Canadian 
Broadcast Stations modifying appendix containing assignments of Canadian Broad¬ 
cast Stations (Mimeograph No. 4721423) attached to the recommendations of the 
North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement Engineering Meeting. 


Call letters 

Location 

Power kw 

Antenna 

Sched¬ 

ule 

Class 

Expected date 
of commencement 
of operation 

New_ 

8 te. Aim the des Monts, 
Province of Quebec. 

ttso 

kilocycle* 

1 kw D/0.25 
kwN. 

ND 

U 

IV 

E.I.O. 12-17-66. 



Federal Communications Commission, 
[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1420; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 8:51 a.m.] 


I Docket Nos. 14977, 14978; FCC 66M-167] 

ABACOA RADIO CORP. (WRAI) AND 
MID-OCEAN BROADCASTING CORP. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Abacoa Radio 
Corp. (WRAI), Rio Piedras (San Juan), 
P.R., Docket No. 14977, File No. BP- 
14070; Mid-Ocean Broadcasting Corp., 
San Juan, PR., Docket No. 14978, File 
No. BP-14994; for construction permits. 


The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a petition filed January 26, 
1966, by Mid-Ocean Broadcasting Corp. 
(Mid-Ocean), requesting that the hear¬ 
ing, presently scheduled for February 28, 
1966, be continued until March 30, 1966, 
and that all other procedural dates be 
suspended until March 30, 1966; 


1 Commissioners Lee and Wadsworth 
absent. 


It appearing, that negotiations be¬ 
tween Abacoa Radio Corp. (WRAI) 
(Abacoa) and Mid-Ocean “looking to¬ 
ward a settlement of this case without 
further litigation” are in progress and 
postponement of hearing to the requested 
date would afford Abacoa and Mid-Ocean 
a reasonable opportunity to conclude 
their present negotiations; that, as a 
result of the Hearing Examiner's cer¬ 
tification of certain questions to the Re¬ 
view Board by Memorandum Opinion 
and Order released January 10, 1966, 
possible revision in the issues could 
change the entire basis upon which the 
parties would proceed to trial; and that, 
in view of the foregoing, all procedural 
dates should be suspended as requested; 
and 

It further appearing, that counsel for 
Abacoa concurs in the views expressed 
in the subject petition and consents to 
immediate consideration and grant of the 
relief requested and that counsel for 
the Broadcast Bureau has orally in¬ 
formed the Hearing Examiner that it 
shares these views: 

It is ordered, This 1st day of February 
1966, that the subject petition is granted, 
that the February 7, 1966, date for ex¬ 
change of exhibits and notification of 
witnesses and the February 14,1966. date 
for notification of additional witnesses 
are suspended until further order, and 
that hearing herein, presently scheduled 
for February 28, 1966, is continued to 10 
a.m., March 30, 1966. 

Released: February 2, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJR. Doc. 66-1421; Filed. Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:51 am.] 


[Docket No. 16070; FCC 66M-177] 

COMMUNICATIONS SATELLITE CORP. 
Order Scheduling Prehearing 
Conference 

In the matter of Communications Sat¬ 
ellite Corp., Docket No. 16070; charges, 
practices, classifications, rates and regu¬ 
lations for and in connection with the 
leasing of voice grade and television 
channels to common carriers authorized 
by the Federal Communications Com¬ 
mission, between Andover, Maine, and a 
communlcaUons-sateUite In connection 
with the establishment of communication 

paths between points in the United 

and Europe for the transmission and re¬ 
ception of voice, record, data, telepno , 
facsimile, television and other signals- 
It is ordered. This 2d day of February 
1966. on the Hearing Examiner's own mo¬ 
tion, that a further prehearing confer¬ 
ence in the above-entitled matter 1 
scheduled to commence at 11 ajn. 

1, 1966, in the Commissions offices 
Washington, D.C. 

Released: February 3, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 66-1422; Filed, Feb. 8, L 66, 
arn.l 
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[Docket Nos. 15812, 15813; FCC 66M-1851 

NEBRASKA RURAL RADIO ASSOCIA¬ 
TION (KRVN), AND TOWN & FARM 
CO., INC. (KMMJ) 

Order Continuing Hearing 


In re applications of Nebraska Rural 
Radio Association (KRVN), Lexington, 
Nebr., Docket No. 15812, File No. BP- 
15348; Town & Farm Co., Inc. (KMMJ), 
Grand Island, Nebr., Docket No. 15813, 
Pile No. BP-15354; for construction per¬ 
mits. 

A further prehearing conference in 
this proceeding will be held on Monday, 
February 21, 1966, beginning at 11 a.m., 
in the offices of the Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Due to the present work schedule of 
the Hearing Examiner, the evidentiary 
hearing in the above-entitled proceeding 
now scheduled to begin on Monday, Feb¬ 
ruary 7, 1966, is continued to a date to 
be specified at the conclusion of the fur¬ 
ther prehearing conference to be held on 
Monday, February 21,1966. 

It is so ordered . This the 3d day of 
February 1966. 

Released: February 4.1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PR. Doc. 66-1423; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:51 ajn.) 


[Docket No. 15888; FCC 66M-148) 

SELMA TELEVISION, INC. (WSLA-TV) 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Selma Television, 
Inc. (WSLA-TV), Selma, Ala., Docket 
No. 15888, File No. BPCT-2827; for con¬ 
struction permit 

1. This memorandum opinion and or¬ 
der is issued to formalize the oral ruling 
niade in the prehearing conference held 
oerem on January 25, 1966, continuing 
proceeding to a date to be sub- 
^luenUy specified, such date to be or- 
cirf«/ oUowing iss uance by the Commis¬ 
sion of its Report and Order In the Mat- 
Amendment of §§ 73.333 and 73 .- 
y. Field Strength Curves for FM and 
^ Broadcast Stations, Docket No. 16004. 
vkSn aC r on was °PPosed by Selma Tele- 
dpnvi \ In ?‘ The continuance was or- 
stanro V ew °* the exceptional circum- 
1116 proceeding 
wmch wifi briefly be set forth. 

hern/ 6 if 1118 coherences were held 
1965 of A P ril 14 and 29 > 

the urL ™ the Procedural course of 
was established, certain 
with rpfor S reached * and rulings made 
toss nf f[ ence to the evidentiary show- 
°f the nmf parties - As a consequence 
cant of o g ^ May 21 » 1965 » appli- 
10 make for leave to amend 

tionai f han 8es in i^e proposed direc- 
com d kuk . patt€rn , action on which 
of the n^ antially affec * the evidence 

viousiysJr?fi ^ he procedural dates Pre- 
> specified were continued without 


date by order released May 28, 1965, 
pending action on this petition. There 
was also then pending before the Com¬ 
mission a motion to consolidate the in¬ 
stant proceeding with the rule making 
proceeding in Docket No. 16004. On 
June 18, 1965, Selma Television, Inc., 
filed in Docket No. 16004 "Comments'’ 
in which it noted that should the new 
curves proposed in that rule making 
proceeding be adopted and made ap¬ 
plicable to its application its proposal 
would not provide a city grade signal to 
the principal community proposed to be 
served. It, therefore, requested a rul¬ 
ing by the Commission that its appli¬ 
cation be exempted from the impact of 
the new curves. By its “Notice Extend¬ 
ing Time to File Comments” released 
June 25, 1965, the Commission did grant 
an extension of time for filing comments 
in Docket No. 16004 and there noted 
Selma’s request that “the Commission 
declare now that the proposed curves, if 
adopted, will not be made applicable to 
pending applications.” In reference to 
this request it was stated “We are not 
here ruling on the Selina request for a 
declaratory ruling on the applicability of 
the proposed curves to pending applica¬ 
tions. We will consider this matter in 
the proceeding itself.” By order released 
September 20, 1965, the motion to con¬ 
solidate was denied. 

3. Considering these actions as they 
affect the instant proceeding, virtually 
all evidence to be adduced under the 
specified issues must rest wholly or in 
part on the Field Strength Curves appli¬ 
cable. The required evidentiary show¬ 
ing is technical, extensive, costly and 
will be time consuming for both the 
parties and the Commission. There is 
no reasonable prospect that it could be 
concluded prior to conclusion of the rule 
making proceeding in Docket No. 16004. 
As also appears at page 85 of the tran¬ 
script of the prehearing conferences, 
Selma Television, Inc., has noted that 
if the Commission adopts the curves as 
proposed in Docket No. 16004 and they 
are made applicable to pending applica¬ 
tions it “would probably then file a peti¬ 
tion for leave to amend the specified 
different (antenna) site” or might pos¬ 
sibly dismiss the instant application. 
Expedition in all Commission proceed¬ 
ings is desirable. But, the circumstances 
here present are such that even alterna¬ 
tive showings using the present curves 
and the proposed curves is not a practical 
procedure. If revisions are adopted and 
made applicable to pending applications 
the showing under the present rules 
would be lacking in competency. Appli¬ 
cant has no intent of prosecuting its 
application in its present form if the pro¬ 
posed revisions are to apply. So a show¬ 
ing under the proposed revisions would 
be a useless act. Reasoned judgment 
based on the advances in the ai t since 
adoption of the present provisions of 
§§ 73.333 and 73.699 of the rules in addi¬ 
tion to the substantial accumulation of 
experience since that time leads to the 
conclusion that ultimate disposition of 
the proceeding in Docket No. 16004 will 
•result In substantial revisions of the 
provisions of those sections. Weighing 


Commission precedents indicative of the 
action which may be forthcoming with 
reference to the applicability of such re¬ 
visions to pending applications 1 together 
with the foregoing matters, the indefi¬ 
nite continuance ordered is consonant 
with the circumstances above detailed. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the afore- 
stated oral ruling: It is ordered , This 26th 
day of January 1966, that hearing herein 
is continued to a date to be specified 
subsequent to issuance of the report and 
order in Docket No. 16004. 

Released: January 27, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1424; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:51 ajn.J 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

PARR-RICHMOND TERMINAL CO. 

AND CALMAR STEAMSHIP CORP. 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
UjS.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington Office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW, 
Room 301; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20573, within 
15 days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as in¬ 
dicated hereinafter), and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

Parr-Richmond Terminal Co., 1 Drumm 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

Agreement No. T-1914 between Parr- 
Richmond^ Terminal Co. (Parr-Rich- 
mond) and Calmar Steamship Corp. 
(Calmar) is a letter agreement under the 
terms of which Parr-Richmond will make 
berthing space available to Calmar at its 
Bulk Cargo Terminal Berth A, Richmond, 
Calif., on a preferential, nonexclusive 
basis. Calmar guarantees to handle a 


1 Dorsey Eugene Newman. 10 RR 1011; La- 
trobe Broadcasters, 10 RR 1038; KROW, Inc., 
8 RR 460 and cases there cited; Hearst Radio. 
Inc., 8 RR 634. In a number of television 
allocation actions channel changes have been 
made where applications were pending be¬ 
fore the Commission including even the de¬ 
letion of channels despite a comparative pro¬ 
ceeding having been concluded and an initial 
decision issued. 
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minimum amount of tonnage over the fa¬ 
cility and, in lieu of Parr-Richmond’s 
service and facilities tariff charge, will 
pay a “Use and Facilities Charge”, which 
charge will be published in Parr-Rich¬ 
mond’s terminal tariff. Calmar will pay 
all other applicable tariff charges. The 
guaranteed tonnage will include, in addi¬ 
tion to cargoes loaded or discharged to 
or from Calmar’s vessels, any tonnage 
moved over the facility by Calmar or any 
company affiliated with it and any ton¬ 
nage so moved under contracts with those 
companies. 

Dated: February 4,1966. 


By order of the Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1397; Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 
8:48 a.m.l 


SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Delegation of Authority 30-6 (SW Area- 
Dallas) , Disaster No. 7] 

PROGRAM COORDINATOR, DISASTER 
AREA, NEW ORLEANS, LA. 

Delegation of Authority Relating to 

Financial Assistance Functions in 

Connection With Hurricane Betsy 

Disaster 

I. Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to the Area Administrator by Delegation 
of Authority No. 30 (Revision 10), 30 F.R. 
972, dated January 29, 1965, Amendment 
1, 30 F.R. 2742, dated March 3, 1965, 
Amendment 2, 30 F.R. 11984, dated Sep¬ 
tember 18. 1965, and Amendment 3, 30 
F.R. 12434, dated September 29, 1965, the 
following authority is hereby redelegated 
to the Program Coordinator, Disaster 
Area, State of Louisiana: 

A. Financial assistance. To establish 
disaster field offices and appoint man¬ 
agers thereof and redelegate to such 
managers the following authority: 

1. To approve and decline disaster loans 
in amounts not exceeding $350,000. 

2. To execute loan authorizations for 
Washington approved disaster loans and 
for disaster loans approved under dele¬ 
gated authority, said execution to read 
as follows: 

Small Business Administration, 

By ...-. 

Manager, Disaster Field Office. 

3. To cancel, reinstate, modify, and 
amend authorizations for disaster loans 
approved under delegated authority. 

4. To disburse unsecured disaster loans. 

5. To extend the disbursement period 
on disaster loan authorizations or undis¬ 
bursed portions of disaster loans. 

B. Financial assistance. To establish 
a Disaster Loan Group, Southwestern 
Area, and designate not less than three 
members plus one alternate, thereof, and 
to redelegate to the Disaster Loan Group 
the following authority: 


1. To approve and decline disaster 
loans in amounts not exceeding 
$ 1 , 000 , 000 . 

2. To execute loan authorizations for 
such disaster loans approved by the 
group, said execution to read as follows: 

Small Business Administration, 

By.-. 

Chairman, Disaster Loan Group, 
Southwestern Area. 

3. To cancel, reinstate, modify, and 
amend authorizations for disaster loans 
approved under delegated authority. 

4. To extend the disbursement period 
on disaster loan authorizations or undis¬ 
bursed portions of disaster loans. 

5. To approve disaster loans recom¬ 
mended for decline under delegated au¬ 
thority by Disaster Field Office Manager 
and to resolve by approval or decline 
split recommendations originating in 
Disaster Field Office, provided: 

a. That final action to approve or de¬ 
cline a disaster loan shall be taken in 
accordance with the decision of any two 
concurring members of the Disaster Loan 
Group present. 

b. Any two members of the Disaster 
Loan Group shall constitute a quorum 
and in the event of a split the case shall 
be held over until a third member is 
present to vote. 

6. To approve or decline disaster loan 
applications, including reconsiderations 
thereof, and to execute authorizations 
and modifications pertaining to such 
loans for amounts not in excess of 
$ 1 , 000 , 000 . 

C. Administration. Program Coordi¬ 
nator authorized to approve overtime and 
holiday work through Grade 14. 

13. The authority delegated herein 
may not be redelegated. 

m. All authority delegated herein 
may be exercised by any SBA employee 
designated as Acting Program Coordi¬ 
nator. 

Effective date. February 1, 1966. 

Robert E. West, 

Area Administrator, Southwestern 
Area, Dallas Tex. 

[FJR. Doc. 66-1388; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

NOTICE OF FILING OF MOTOR CAR¬ 
RIER INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS 

February 4,1966. 

The following applications for motor 
common carrier authority to operate in 
intrastate commerce seek concurrent 
motor carrier authorization in interstate 
or foreign commerce within the limits of 
the intrastate authority sought, pur¬ 
suant to section 206(a) (6) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, as amended Oc¬ 
tober 15, 1962. These applications are 
governed by Special Rule 1.245 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice, published 
in the Federal Register, issue of April 
11, 1963, page 3533, which provides, 


among other things, that protests and 
requests for information concerning the 
time and place of State commission hear¬ 
ings or other proceedings, any subse¬ 
quent changes therein, and any other 
related matters shall be directed to the 
State commission with which the ap¬ 
plication is filed and shall not be ad¬ 
dressed to or filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

State docket number assigned T-645. 
Sub 7, filed January 20, 1966. Appli¬ 
cant: FREDRICKSON MOTOR EX¬ 
PRESS CORPORATION, 3400 North 
Graham Street, Charlotte, N.C., 28206. 
Applicant’s representative : Ruffin 
Bailey, 1012 Insurance Building, Post 
Office Box 2246, Raleigh, N.C., 27602. 
Certificate of public service and neces¬ 
sity sought to operate a freight service 
as follows: Transportation of: General 
commodities (except those requiring 
special equipment) (1) between 
Winston-Salem, N.C., and North Wilkes- 
boro, N.C., over U.S. Highway 421, for 
operating convenience only with no serv¬ 
ice at any intermediate points thereon 
(other than those applicant is presently 
authorized to serve on highways which 
intersect w r ith U.S. Highway 421); (2) 
between Winston-Salem, N.C., and 
Elkin, N.C., over North Carolina High¬ 
way 67, for operating convenience only 
with no service at any intermediate 
points thereon (other than those appli¬ 
cant is presently authorized to serve on 
highways which intersect with North 
Carolina Highway 67) ; (3) between 

Winston-Salem, N.C., and Mount Airy, 
N.C., over U.S. Hiighway 52, for operat¬ 
ing convenience only with no service at 
any intermediate points thereon; (4) be¬ 
tween Elkin, N.C., and North Wilkes- 
boro, N.C., over North Carolina High¬ 
way 268, for operating convenience only 
with no service at any intermediate 
points thereon; (5) from U.S. Highway 
601 directly south of White Plains, N.C.. 
over Surry County, County Road No. 
2029, to intersection of County Road No. 
1003, thence over County Road No. 1003 
to Levelcross, N.C., thence over Count} 
Road 1003 into Yadkin County and 
thence over Yadkin County Road 1003 to 
Smithtown, thence to North Carolina 
Highway 67, directly south of Smitn* 
town via Yadkin County Road 1541 o. 
via County Road 1528, thence 1570, ana 
return, serving all intermediate poults, 
and (6) from Salisbury, N.C. over Nort 
Carolina Highway 150 to Lincolnton. 
N.C., and return serving all intermedia 


oints. t m 

HEARING: March 2. 1966, at 10 a m 
t the North Carolina Utilities Comnus- 
on, Commission Hearing Room, State 
ibrary Building. Raleigh. N.C. 
uests for procedural information 
luding the time for filing Prousts con- 
emlng this application sh ° uld II b ( ? litiet 
ressed to the North Carolina Utiliues 
ommission, Post Office Box 991, R*1 : 

.C.. 27602. and should not be directeu 
> the Interstate Commerce CommiMiion. 
State docket number assigned MC • 
ub-No. 2, filed December 13 , 1965. *v 
llcant: SUPERIOR T R ^ ^ K * 
ERVICE, INC., 100 East 29th • 
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Chattanooga. Tenn., 37410. Applicant’s 
representative: Blaine Buchanan, 1024 
James Building. Chattanooga. Tenn., 
37402. Certificate of public service and 
necessity sought to operate a freight 
service as follows: Transportation of: 
General commodities (excepting only 
livestock, household goods, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), Route and Authority 
Sought —Route (1) between Shelbyville, 
Tenn., and Nashville, Tenn., over U.S. 
Highway No. 41-A (Tennessee Highways 
16 and 11), serving all intermediate 
points; Route (2) between all points on 
Route (1) above on the one hand, and, 
on the other hand all points presently 
authorized to applicant in Tennessee 
Certificates Nos. 1304, 1304-A, 1304-B, 
and 1304-D; and Interstate Certificate of 
Registration MC 97974, Sub-No. 2, and 
Interstate Certificate MC 97974, Sub-No. 
5—Summary of these certificates and 
registration are in part 2 hereof; Restric¬ 
tion Removal —Remove the following re¬ 
striction from Certificate No. 1304-A: 
“Limited and restricted so as not to au¬ 
thorize the transportation of property 
originating at Chattanooga, destined to 
Nashville, nor property originating at 
Nashville destined to Chattanooga; and 
further limited and restricted so as not 
to authorize the transportation of prop¬ 
erty originating at Lewisburg. Win¬ 
chester, Shelbyville, Fayetteville, and 
Tullahoma destined to Nashville, nor 
property originating at Nashville to any 
of those points.” Through Movement 
and Interchange Transportation —To use 
all of applicant’s existing certificates 
and the authority sought for through 
movement of freight between all au¬ 
thorized (including off-route) points, and 
the right to interchange property at any 
Point from any origin and to any desti¬ 
nation with other authorized carriers 
of property; Interstate authority —This 
w notice and intent that applicant seeks 
a certificate of registration or other ap¬ 
propriate authority to engage in trans¬ 
portation in interstate and foreign com¬ 
merce, as to all of the authority sought in 
jwutes (1) and (2) and restriction re- 
ova] set out above, under the provisions 
rw 0 ** 011 206(ft H6) of the Interstate 
iQ^ er !? e Act * 88 amended October 15, 
^ ruIes and regulations of the 
Hm?! 18 , e Commerce Commission, par- 
tlC S? rly Special Rule 1.245. 
im ^2 fG; March 23, 1966, at 9:30 
0.1 ‘ iin Commission’s Court Room, 
Temi 10 Cordell Hull Building, Nashville, 
tilT: bequests for procedural informa- 
test c l nCUding 016 tlme for filing Pro¬ 
be AH? 110611 !* 118 application should 
Serviro^r? 6 ^ ^ the Te nnessee Public 
l Hu?Commission. C-l-110 Cordell 
Nashville. Tenn.. and 
Comm P rP^ e directed the Interstate 
StS S Commis sion. 
filed rw ? number assigned H-4924, 
HARL^w" 1 ^ 14 - 1965 - Applicant: 
43 THo\tpc-^S. OMPSC) n - doln S business 
Kent»^ SON m OTOR FREIGHT. 78 
X* 7 Court - Mason City. Iowa. Ap- 

Womin Clayton U 

Mason r'if 6 . Brlck and Building, 
lie sen*™ i ow& - Certificate of pub- 
ce and necessity sought to oper¬ 


ate a freight service as follows: Trans¬ 
portation of: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, and except 
dangerous explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
requiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing), over regular routes as follows: (1) 
Between Mason City, Iowa, and North- 
wood, Iowa: From Mason City over U.S. 
Highway 65 to Northwood, and return 
over the same route, serving the inter¬ 
mediate points of Manly and Kensett, 
Iowa, and (2) between Northwood, Iowa, 
and Lake Mills, Iowa: From Northwood 
over Iowa Highway 105 to Lake Mills and 
return over the same route as an alter¬ 
nate route for operating convenience 
only, serving no intermediate points. 
The carrier is authorized to tack and 
combine the above-described operations 
with those authorized in No. MC 40994 
and to interline at Mason City. Iowa, 
thereby negating the restrictions in the 
first ordering paragraph herein. 

HEARING: March 24, 1966, at 10 a.m. 
at the office of the Iowa State Commerce 
Commission, State Capitol, Des Moines, 
Iowa, 50319. Requests for procedural in¬ 
formation including the time for filing 
protests concerning this application 
should be addressed to the Iowa State 
Commerce Commission, State Capitol, 
Des Moines, Iowa, 50319, and should not 
be directed to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

State docket number assigned L-13517, 
filed January 14, 1966. Applicant: 

CLARENCE SHEETS, doing business as 
SHEETS TRUCKING, 231 South Har- 
baugh Street, Detroit, Mich. Applicant’s 
representative: Walter N. Bieneman, 
Suite 1700, 1 Woodard Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich., 48226. Certificate of public serv¬ 
ice and necessity sought to operate a 
freight service as follows: Transporta¬ 
tion of: Iron and steel articles on flatbed 
equipment, from Detroit, Mich., to plant- 
sites of Screw & Bolt Corp. of America 
(Pilgrim Drawn Works—Wyckoff Steel 
Division) at points within 15 miles 
thereof. 

HEARING: February 23, 1966, at 9:30 
a.m. at the Michigan Public Service Com¬ 
mission, Lewis Cass Building, South Wal¬ 
nut Street, Lansing, Mich. Requests for 
procedural information including the 
time for filing protests concerning this 
application should be addressed to the 
Michigan Public Service Commission, 
Lewis Cass Building, South Walnut 
Street, Lansing, Mich., and should not 
be directed to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 66-1398; Piled, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:49 ajn.J 


[Notice 875J 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

February 4,1966. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the new Special Rule 1.247 of 


the Commission’s rules of practice, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register, issue of 
December 3,1963, which became effective 
January 1,1964. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicants, and may include de¬ 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to the 
Commission. Authority which ultimate¬ 
ly may be granted as a result of the ap¬ 
plications here noticed will not neces¬ 
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, but also will 
eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable to the Commission. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 107002 (Sub-No. 284). filed 
January 27, 1966. Applicant: HEARIN- 
MILLER TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post 
Office Box 1123, Highway 80, West Jack- 
son, Miss., 39205. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Harry C. Ames, Jr., Transpor¬ 
tation Building, Washington, D.C., 20006. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Chemicals, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Pensacola 
and Telogia, Fla., and Bay Minette, Ala., 
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Flordia, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Missis¬ 
sippi, Missouri, North Carolina, Ohio, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin. Note: Appli¬ 
cant states no duplicating authority 
sought. 

HEARING: February 23. 1966, at the 
Hotel Thomas Jefferson, 2d Avenue and 
17th Street, North Birmingham, Ala., 
before Examiner Theodore M. Tahan. 

No. MC 2359 (Sub-No. 16) (Corrected 
republication), filed June 16, 1965, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register, issues of July 
9,1965, and January 5, 1966, respectively, 
and republished, this issue. Applicant: 
DAMEO, INC., 346 Central Avenue, 
Somerville, N.J. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street. 
New York, N.Y. In the findings in an 
order of the Commission, Operating 
Rights Board No. 1, dated December 10, 
1965, and served December 20, 1965, in 
the above, the destination territory of 
Bridgewater Township, N.J., was inad¬ 
vertently omitted. A corrected order of 
the Commission, Operating Rights 
Board No. 1, dated December 10, 1965, 
and served January 28, 1966, finds that 
operation by applicant, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a contract carrier 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
of malt beverages, and of advertising 
and display supplies and materials, from 
Baltimore, Md., Port Newark, N.J., and 
Albany and New York, N.Y., to Bridge- 
water Township, N.J., under a continuing 
contract with Peter Lusardi, Inc., of 
Bridgewater Township, N.J., will be con- * 
sistent with the public interest and the 
national transportation policy; that ap¬ 
plicant is fit, willing, and able properly 
to perform such service and to conform 
to the requirements of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations thereunder. Be¬ 
cause it is possible that other parties. 
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who have relied upon the notice of the 
application as published, may have an 
interest in and would be prejudiced by 
the lack of proper notice of the authority 
described in the findings in this order, a 
notice of the authority actually granted 
will be published in the Federal Register 
and issuance of a permit in this pro¬ 
ceeding will be withheld for a period of 
30 days from the date of such publica¬ 
tion, during which period any proper 
party in interest may file an appropriate 
protest or other pleading. 

No. MC 21077 (Sub-No. 5) (Republi¬ 
cation), filed August 9, 1965, published 
Federal Register, issue of August 26, 
1965, and republished, this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: A. E. F. TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
Industrial Highway, Eddystone, Pa. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Charles H. 
Trayford, 220 East 42d Street. New York 
17, N.Y. By application filed August 9, 
1965, applicant seeks a certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity authorizing 
operation, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, of general 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, live¬ 
stock, live fish, and poultry, new furni¬ 
ture, motion picture films, silk, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
and those commodities requiring the use 
of tank truck equipment for their trans¬ 
portation, between Philadelphia, Pa., and 
New York, N.Y., from Philadelphia. Pa., 
by Delaware River Crossing, to junction 
U.S. Highway 130, thence over U.S. 
Highway 130 to junction U.S. Highway 1 
near New Brunswick, N.J., thence over 
U.S. Highway 1 to New York, N.Y., and 
return over the same routes, serving no 
intermediate or off-route points, except 
as otherwise authorized, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only in 
connection with applicant’s authorized 
regular-route operations. 

A report of the Commission on recon¬ 
sideration, Division 1, decided January 
15, 1966, and served January 27, 1966, 
finds that the present and future public 
convenience and necessity require opera¬ 
tion by applicant, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, livestock, live fish, and poul¬ 
try, new furniture, motion picture films, 
silk, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, and those commodities re¬ 
quiring the use of tank equipment for 
their transportation), between Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., and the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 130 and U.S. Highway 1, located 
about 1 mile northwest of Mill town, N.J., 
from Philadelphia over city streets to 
the junction of U.S. Highway 130, and 
thence over U.S. Highway 130 to the 
junction of U.S. Highway 1 near Mill- 
town, N.J, serving no intermediate points, 
and serving the junction of U.S. High¬ 
ways 130 and 1. for purposes of joinder 
only, as an alternate route for operating 
convenience only in connection with ap¬ 
plicant’s authorized regular-route oper¬ 
ations, subject to the condition that to 
the extent the grant of authority herein 
duplicates applicant’s existing authority, 
such grant of authority and the author¬ 


ity duplicated shall be construed as con¬ 
ferring only a single operating right, 
that applicant is fit, willing, and able 
properly to perform such service and to 
conform to the requirements of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act and the rules and 
regulations thereunder, that a certificate 
authorizing such operations should be 
granted subject to prior publication in 
the Federal Register of the authority 
granted herein, with an opportunity for 
any proper party in interest to file an 
appropriate protest or other pleading 
within 30 days from the date of such 
publication. 

Applications for Certificates or Per¬ 
mits Which Are To Be Processed 

Concurrently With Applications 

Under Section 5 Governed by Special 

Rule 1.240 to the Extent Applicable 

No. MC 112107 (Sub-No. 4), filed Jan¬ 
uary 26, 1966. Applicant: NEW ENG¬ 
LAND MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., Grove 
Street and Erie Railroad, Paterson, N.J. 
Applicant’s representative: Morton E. 
Kiel, 140 Cedar Street. New York, N.Y., 
10006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission 
and commodities in bulk), between 
points in Massachusetts. Note: This is 
a matter directly related to MC-F-9326, 
which was published February 2, 1966. 

Applications Under Sections 5(a) and 
210a(b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car¬ 
riers of property or passengers under 
sections 5(a) and 210a(b) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act and certain other 
proceedings with respect thereto (49 
CFR 1.240). 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-F-9328. Authority sought for 
control by VON DER AHE VAN LINES, 
INC. (a Missouri corporation), doing 
business as VON DER AHE VAN LINES, 
INC., OF MISSOURI. 600 Rudder Ave¬ 
nue, Fenton, Mo., of WEATHERS BROS. 
VAN LINES, INC., 777 Lambert Drive 
NE., Atlanta, Ga., a no-record carrier, 
and for acquisition by R. L. VON DER 
AHE and M. E. VON DER AHE, both also 
of Fenton, Mo., of control of WEATHERS 
BROS. VAN LINES, INC., through the 
acquisition by VON DER AHE VAN 
LINES, INC. (a Missouri corporation), 
doing business as VON DER AHE VAN 
LINES, INC., OF MISSOURI. (Weathers 
Bros. Van Lines, Inc., presently has 
pending a transfer proceeding in MC-F- 
65665, whereby Weathers Bros. Transfer 
Co., Inc., seeks to transfer its operating 
rights to Weathers Bros. Van Lines, Inc.) 
Applicants' attorneys: Herbert Burstein, 
160 Broadway, New York, N.Y., and R. J. 
Reynolds m. Suite 403-11, Haley Build¬ 
ing, Atlanta, Ga. Operating rights 
sought to be controlled: Household 
goods, as defined in Practices of Motor 
Common Carriers of Household Goods, 


17 M.C.C. 467, as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, between points in 
Georgia, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Alabama, Arkansas, Del¬ 
aware, Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky. Louisiana, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia, 
between points in the Washington, D.C., 
commercial zone, as defined in 3 M.C.C. 
243. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Alabama, Connecticut, Del¬ 
aware, Florida, Illinois, Kentucky, Louis¬ 
iana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Missis¬ 
sippi, Missouri, New Jersey, New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Penn¬ 
sylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas, and Virginia, between points in 
Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Mississippi, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, and Virginia, between 
points in Tennessee, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Alabama, 
Delaware, Florida, Louisiana. Maryland, 
Mississippi, New Jersey, New York, 
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, Texas and Virginia, between 
points in Texas, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Alabama. Flor¬ 
ida, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, and Virginia, be¬ 
tween all points in Georgia, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, all points in 
West Virginia, between all points in 
Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi. 
North CaroUna, South Carolina. Ten¬ 


nessee, Texas, and Virginia, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, all points in 
Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri. Ohio, 
Oklahoma, Rhode Island, and West Vir¬ 
ginia; and household goods, as defined by 
the Commission, between points in Ala¬ 
bama, Florida, Georgia, Mississippi, 
North Carolina. South Carolina, Ten¬ 
nessee, Texas, Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Arizona, California, 
and New Mexico. Restriction: The au¬ 
thority granted herein shall not be joinea 
or tacked with any other authority no* 
held by carrier for the purpose of pci¬ 
forming through service. VON DEN 
AHE VAN LINES. INC. (a Missouri cor¬ 
poration). doing business as VON DW 
AHE VAN LINES. INC., OP MISSOURI 
holds no authority with this Commissw ■ 
However, VON DER AHE VAN L - 
INC. (a Utah corporation). 600 R “ d “*. 
Avenue, Fenton, Mo., a wholly o 
subsidiary of applicant, is authorized 
operate as a common carrier in Alab • 
Arkansas, Colorado, Delaware, ' 

Georgia. Illinois. Indiana, Iowa. K*^; 
Kentucky. Maine. Maryland, Masson 
setts, Michigan, Minnesota. MississiPPj 
Missouri. Nebraska. New Mexico. New 

York. North Dakota. Ohio, Oklahoma. 
Pennsylvania, South Dakota, T _ 

Texas. Virginia. Wisconsin. UUh. A 
zona, California. Idaho. Monton. a ' Wy0 . 
vada, Oregon, Washington, , 
ming. Application has been ®ed 
temporary authority under 
210a(b). 
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No. MC-F-9329. Authority sought for 
purchase by LOMAR TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., INC., 2440 East Ontario 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa., 19134. of a 
portion of the operating rights of 
EVANS TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY, Church and Melrose Streets. Phil¬ 
adelphia, Pa.. 19124, and for acquisition 
by LOUIS MARIANNI, also of Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants at¬ 
torney and representatives: Morris J. 
Winokur, 1920 2 Penn Center, Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., 19102, Stanley Schlesinger, 
2063 Suburban Station Building, Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., 19103, and Harold B. Lip- 
sius, 919 North Broad Street, Philadel¬ 
phia. Pa., 19123. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com - 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier, over regular 
routes, between Philadelphia, Pa., and 
New York, N.Y., serving all intermediate 
points, and the off-route points in the 
New York, N.Y., commercial zone, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission in 1 M.C.C. 665, 
and points in New Jersey north of New 
Jersey Highway 27 which are within 35 
miles of New York, N.Y.; metal , from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Perth Amboy, N.J., 
serving no intermediate points, from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Albany, N.Y., serv¬ 
ing the intermediate point of New York, 
N.Y., restricted to delivery only; non- 
terrous metals, in ingots, pigs, and slabs, 
over irregular routes, from Philadelphia. 
Pa., to Carteret, New Brunswick, Tren¬ 
ton, Newark, Florence. Elizabeth, and 
Jersey City. N.J.; and scrap metal , from 
Carteret, New Brunswick, Trenton, New¬ 
ark, Florence. Elizabeth, Jersey City, and 
Perth Amboy. N.J., and New York. N.Y., 
to Philadelphia. Pa. Vendee is author¬ 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
Pennsylvania, New York, New Jersey, 
Delaware, Maryland, and the District of 
Columbia. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a(b). Note: See also MC-F- 
9330, published in same issue. 


No. MC-F-9330. Authority sought for 
Purchase by EVANS TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION COMPANY, Church and Melrose 
streets, Philadelphia. Pa., 19124, of the 
gating rights of WILLIAM C. BON- 
2200 Richmond Street. Phil- 
L? el ^ a ' p a., 19125, and for acquisition 
jy ROBERT L. EVANS, Church and 
Melrose Streets, Philadelphia. Pa., 19124, 
n c ? ntro ^ of such rights through the 
A PPl lc ants’ attorney and rep¬ 
resentatives : Morris J. Winokur, 1920 2 
Renter, Philadelphia. Pa., 19102, 
Lipsius, 919 North Broad 

SUnW ? h Ki adelphia ’ Pa - 19123 ’ and 
tinn O Scbteringer. 2063 Suburban Sta- 

0^rTf? ilding ' Philadelphia, Pa., 19103. 
fen-PH. o g £ ig hts sought to be trans- 
1 Such comm odities as contractors* 
S! ent - heavy and bulky articles. 
UciJ 1 ery . and niachine parts, and ar- 
rigr rin f e ?^ n S specialized handling or 
of size or weight, as a 
over h-regular routes, 
Pennf? Philadelphia, Pa., and points in 
‘tfisyivanla within 150 miles of Phil¬ 


adelphia (except points in Snyder. 
Juniata, Perry, Cumberland, Franklin, 
Adams, Dauphin, Fulton. Huntingdon, 
Mifflin, Centre, Clinton, Union, Lycom¬ 
ing and Tioga Counties. Pa.), on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
New York, New Jersey, Delaware, and 
Maryland. Vendee is authorized to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier in Pennsyl¬ 
vania. New York, New Jersey, Connecti¬ 
cut. Delaware, and Maryland. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). Note: 
See also MC-F-9329, published in same 
issue. 

No. MC-F-9331. Authority sought 
for purchase by PEERLESS MOTOR 
EXPRESS. INC., Water Street. Hol¬ 
brook, Mass., of a portion of the operat¬ 
ing rights of BALBONI EXPRESS CO.. 
655 Pleasant Street, Norwood, Mass., and 
for acquisition by JOHN J. BARRY, 148 
Union Street, Holbrook, Mass., and 
JOHN J. BARRY, Jr.. 55 Western Ave¬ 
nue North, Easton, Mass., of control of 
such rights through the purchase. Ap¬ 
plicants’ attorney: Mary E. Kelley, 10 
Tremont Street, Boston, Mass. Operat¬ 
ing rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodities, excepting, among 
others, household goods and commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, as a common carrier, over 
regular routes, between Boston, Mass., 
and Providence, RX, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, and the off-route points 
of Canton and Wellesley, Mass.; and 
general commodities , except articles of 
unusual value, classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, livestock, carnival equipment, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and com¬ 
modities requiring refrigerator equip¬ 
ment, over irregular routes, between 
points within 5 miles of Boston, Mass., 
including Boston, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Rhode Island. 
Vendee is authorized to operate as a 
common carrier in Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, and New Hampshire. Ap¬ 
plication has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

By the Commission. 

[seal! H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1399; Piled, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:49 cum.] 


[S.O. 973; Second Rev. Pfahler’s Car Dlst. 
Dir. I] 

ATLANTIC COAST LINE RAILROAD CO. 
ET AL. 

Freight Car Distribution 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 
973: 

It is ordered, That: 

(1) The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co., the St. Louis-San Francisco Railway 
Co., and the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Co. shall observe, en¬ 
force, and obey the following directions, 


rules, regulations, and practices with 
respect to freight car distribution: 

(a) The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co. shall deliver to the St. Louis-San 
Francisco Railway Co. a weekly total of 
175 empty plain serviceable boxcars with 
inside length less than 44 feet 8 inches 
and doors less than 8 feet wide. Ex¬ 
ception: Canadian ownerships. 

(b) Cars received by the St. Louis-San 
Francisco Railway Co. under this order 
shall be delivered to the Chicago, Bur¬ 
lington & Quincy Railroad Co. 

It is further ordered. That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods end¬ 
ing each Sunday at 11:59 p.m., so that 
at the end of each 7 days the full delivery 
required for that period shall have been 
made. 

It is further ordered. That cars applied 
under this direction shall be carded to the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 
Co. and each car shall be identified by 
the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., and 
St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co. on 
empty car cards, movement slips, and 
interchange records as moving under the 
provisions of this direction. 

(2) No common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall intercept, appropriate, or divert 
any empty cars moving under the pro¬ 
visions of this direction. 

(a) The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co. must advise Agent R. D. Pfahler each 
Wednesday as to the number of cars, 
covered by this direction, delivered dur¬ 
ing the preceding week, ending each 
Sunday at 11:59 p.m., to the St. Louis- 
San Francisco Railway Co. 

(b) The St. Louis-San Francisco Rail¬ 
way Co. must advise Agent R. D. Pfahler 
each Wednesday as to the number of cars 
received and delivered, as requested by 
this order, during the preceding week. 

(c) The Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Co. must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars covered by this direction, re¬ 
ceived during the preceding week, end¬ 
ing each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(3) Application: The provisions of this 
direction shall apply to intrastate, inter¬ 
state, and foreign commerce. 

(4) Regulations suspended: The op¬ 
eration of all rules and regulations, inso¬ 
far as they conflict with the provisions 
of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(5) Effective date: This direction shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.m., Febru¬ 
ary 7.1966. 

(6) Expiration date: This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., April 30, 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered , That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and per 
diem agreement under the terms of that 
agreement; and that notice of this di¬ 
rection be given to the general public 
by depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 
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Issued at Washington, D.C., Febru¬ 
ary 3,1966. 

Interstate Commerce, 
Commission, 
rsEAL] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1401; FUed. Feb. 8, 1966; 
8:49 ajn.| 


(S.O. 973; Pfahler’s Car Diet. Dir. 14) 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC CO. AND ATCHI¬ 
SON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAIL¬ 
WAY CO. 

Freight Car Distribution 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 973. 

It is ordered, That; 

(1) The Southern Pacific Co., and the 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. 
shall observe, enforce, and obey the fol¬ 
lowing directions, rules, regulations, and 
practices with respect to freight car 
distribution: 

(a) The Southern Pacific Co. shall de¬ 
liver to the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway Co. a weekly total of 350 empty 
plain serviceable boxcars with inside 
length less than 44 feet 8 inches and 
doors less than eight feet wide. Excep¬ 
tion; Canadian ownerships. 

It is further ordered, That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods 
ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m., so 
that at the end of each 7 days the full 
delivery required for that period shall 
have been made. 

It is further ordered, That cars applied 
under this direction shall be carded to 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail¬ 
way Co. and each car shall be identified 
by the Southern Pacific Co. on empty car 
cards, movement slips, and interchange 
records as moving under the provisions 
of this direction. 

(2) No common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall intercept, appropriate, or divert any 
empty cars moving under the provisions 
of this direction. 

(a) The Southern Pacific Co. must ad¬ 
vise Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednes¬ 
day as to the number of cars, covered by 
this direction, delivered during the pre¬ 
ceding week, ending each Sunday at 
11:59 p.m., to the Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Co. 

(b) The Atchison, Topeka, & Santa Fe 
Railway Co. must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received as requested by this 
order, during the preceding week. 

(3) Application: The provisions of 
this direction shall apply to intrastate, 
interstate, and foreign commerce. 

(4) Regulations suspended: The oper¬ 
ation of all rules and regulations, In¬ 
sofar as they conflict with the provisions 
of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(5) Effective date: This direction shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.m., February 
7,1966. 


(6) Expiration date: This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., April 30, 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and per 
diem agi*eement under the terms of that 
agreement and that notice of this direc¬ 
tion be given to the general public by de¬ 
positing a copy in the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission in Washington, 
D.C., and by filing it with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., February 
3,1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[ seal 1 R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

IFH. Doc. 66-1402; Filed. Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:49 a.m.J 


[S.O. 973; Pfahler’s Car Dist. Dir. 15) 

ATLANTIC COAST LINE RAILROAD CO. 

ET AL. 

Freight Car Distribution 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 
973. 

It is ordered, That: 

(1) The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co., the Louisville & Nashville Railroad 
Co., and the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Co. shall observe, en¬ 
force. and obey the following directions, 
rules, regulations, and practices with re¬ 
spect to freight car distribution: 

(a) The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co. shall deliver to the Louisville & Nash¬ 
ville Railroad Co. a weekly total of 175 
empty plain serviceable boxcars with in¬ 
side length less than 44 feet 8 inches 
and doors less than 8 feet wide. Excep¬ 
tion: Canadian ownerships. 

(b) Cars received by the Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Co. under this order 
shall be delivered to the Chicago, Bur¬ 
lington & Quincy Railroad Co. 

It is further ordered , That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods 
ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m., so 
that at the end of each 7 days the full 
delivery required for that period shall 
have been made. 

It is further ordered, That cars applied 
under this direction shall be carded to 
the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail¬ 
road Co. and each car shall be identified 
by the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., 
and Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. 
on empty car cards, movement slips, and 
interchange records as moving under 
the provisions of this direction. 

(2) No common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall intercept, appropriate, or divert any 


empty cars moving under the provisions 
of this direction. 

(a) The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co. must advise Agent R. D. Pfahler 
each Wednesday as to the number of cars, 
covered by this direction, delivered dur¬ 
ing the preceding week, ending each Sun¬ 
day at 11:59 p.m., to the Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Co. 

(b) The Louisville & Nashville Rail¬ 
road Co. must advise Agent R. D. Pfahler 
each Wednesday as to the number of 
cars received and delivered, as requested 
by this oi*der, during the preceding week. 

(c) The Chicago, Burlington & Quin¬ 
cy Railroad Co. must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the 
number of cars, covered by this direc¬ 
tion, received during the preceding week, 
ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(4) Regulations suspended: The op¬ 
eration of all rules and regulations, inso¬ 
far as they conflict with the provisions 
Of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(5) Effective date: This direction shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.m., February 
7, 1966. 

(6) Expiration date: This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., April 30, 1966. 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and per 
diem agreement under the terms of that 
agreement; and that notice of this di¬ 
rection be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., February 
3. 1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent . 

JFR. Doc. 66-1403; Filed, Feb. 8. 1066, 
8:49 a.m.) 


I Notice 877) 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

February 4.1966. 

The following publications a J e 
erned by the new Special Rule 1.247 £ 
the Commission’s rules of practice. P 
lished in the Federal Register, issue ® 
December 3,1963, which became effe 
January 1. 1964. fnrt h 

Tlie publications hereinafter set fo 
reflect the scope of the applications 
filed by applicant, and may 
descriptions, restrictions, or linn_ w 

which are not in a fonn ® c ^ t ( . h b yia- 
the Commission. Authority whl 5. » 0 f 
mately may be granted as a resu ^ 
the applications here n °i lce ^ ]0<TV set 
necessarily reflect the P 11 ^, buta )so 
forth in the application as file . gre 

will eliminate any restrictions wh 
not acceptable to the Commissio 
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Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

The applications immediately follow¬ 
ing are assigned for hearing at the time 
and place designated in the notice of 
filing as here published in each proceed¬ 
ing. All of the proceedings are subject 
to the special rules of procedure for 
hearing outlined below: 

Special rules of procedure for hear¬ 
ing. (1) All of the testimony to be ad¬ 
duced by applicant’s company witnesses 
shall be in the form of written state¬ 
ments which shall be submitted at the 
hearing at the time and place indicated. 

(2> All of the written statements by 
applicant’s company witnesses shall be 
offered in evidence at the hearing in the 
same manner as any other type of evi¬ 
dence. The witnesses submitting the 
written statements shall be made avail¬ 
able at the hearing for cross-examina¬ 
tion, if such becomes necessary. 

(3) The written statements by appli¬ 
cant’s company witnesses, if received in 
evidence, will be accepted as exhibits. 
To the extent the written statements 
refer to attached documents such as 
copies of operating authority, etc., they 
should be referred to in written state¬ 
ment as numbered appendices thereto. 

(4) The admissibility of the evidence 
contained in the written statements and 
the appendices thereto, will be at the 
time of offer, subject to the same rules 
as if the evidence were produced in the 
usual manner. 

(5) Supplemental testimony by a wit¬ 
ness to correct errors or to supply inad¬ 
vertent omissions in his written state¬ 
ment is permissible. 

No. MC 906 (Sub-No. 72) , filed Jan- 
1966. Applicant: CONSOLI¬ 
DATED FORWARDING CO., INC., 1300 
worth 10th Street, St. Louis, Mo., 63106. 
Applicant’s representative: William G. 

H Street NW- Washington, 
C., 20006. Authority sought to oper- 
aje as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
Jr.'' ® v ® r irregular routes, transport- 
Meats > meat products, meat by- 
imucfcand articles distributed by meat 
t 0Uses * described in appendix 

e report in Descriptions in Motor 
arrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 

vehir>?r°> eP /« ommodltles 111 in tank 
preserw 1 J ozen foods, canned and 
blenii. j ^°? da . p chemicals, chemical 
further & m d ^ in 9 redien ts to be used In 
Dortati J? a !? u * acturlnB Processes, trans- 
ciaUf,,™ w . hlch d °es not require spe- 
( 4 ) or k'dk °r tank vehicles, 

meat iw^, TO f ais - mea t products and 
m Urd ‘ tallow ’ and oils. 

mot utlL fl pr ° d ucts and those (5) com- 
Partlativ' 1 le trans P°rtatlon of which Is 
section 2 under the provisions of 

“ercArf 3 .1 (6> of the Interstate Com¬ 
used in transported In vehicles not 
*hen any 0 t he r property, 

same the same vehlcle at the 

(g) / ro ™ wl . th frozen prepared foods, 
Atrial and Poultry foods, in- 

r 6lriEer<.fr 0<iucts ’ ln Packages, requiring 
coE ‘ 0n i and (7) coffee, condensed. 
dust acts ’ co ff ee sreen, tea and tea 
,and from Gulfport, Miss., to 


Wo. 27- 


polnts in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, 
California, Colorado, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa. Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey. New Mexico, 
New York, North Carolina, North Da¬ 
kota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming, and the 
District of Columbia. 

HEARING: February 15. 1966, in the 
Grand Jury Room, U.S. Post Office and 
Courthouse, 205 Main Street, Biloxi, 
Miss., before Examiner Richard H. 
Roberts. 

No. MC 118130 (Sub-No. 42), filed Jan¬ 
uary 20, 1966, published Federal Reg¬ 
ister, issue February 3, 1966, and re¬ 
published this issue. Applicant: BEN 
HAMRICK, INC., 2000 Chelsea Drive 
West, Fort Worth, Tex., 76134. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Tate, 
Suite 2025, City Federal Building, Bir¬ 
mingham, Ala., 35203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Meats, meat products, meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in ap¬ 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766 (except commodities in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), (2) frozen foods, (3) 
canned and preserved foods, (4) chemi¬ 
cals, chemical blends, and ingredients, to 
be used in further manufacturing proc¬ 
esses, transportation of which does not 
require special equipment or bulk or tank 
vehicles, (5) inedible meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, and meat byproducts, lard, tallows, 
and oils, (6) (a) agricultural products, 
and (b) commodities, the transportation 
of which is partially exempt under the 
provisions of section 203(b) ( 6 ) of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act if transported in 
vehicles not used in carrying any other 
property, when moving in the same ve¬ 
hicle at the same time with agricultural 
products, (7) frozen animal and poultry 
foods, (8) industrial products, in pack¬ 
ages, requiring refrigeration, and (9) 
coffee, condensed, coffee extracts, coffee, 
green tea and tea dust and sugar, from 
Gulfport, Miss., to points in Alabama, 
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Georgia, Idaho. Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon¬ 
tana, Nebraska, New Mexico, North Da¬ 
kota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and 
Wyoming. Note: The purpose of this 
republication is to show hearing infor¬ 
mation below. 

HEARING: February 15, 1966, in the 
Grand Jury Room, UJS. Post Office and 
Courthouse, 205 Main Street, Biloxi, 
Miss., before Examiner Richard H. 
Roberts. 

No. MC 119641 (Sub-No. 61) (Republi¬ 
cation), filed December 29, 1965, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register January 27,1966, 


and republished this issue. Applicant: 
RINGLE EXPRESS. INC., 405 South 
Grant Avenue, Fowler, Ind. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert C. Smith, 620 Illi¬ 
nois Building, Indianapolis, Ind., 46204. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: (f) Tractors 
(not including tractors with vehicle beds, 
bed frames or fifth wheels ), (2) agricul¬ 
tural machinery and implements, (3) in¬ 
dustrial and construction machinery and 
equipment, (4) equipment designed for 
use in connection with tractors, (5) trail¬ 
ers designed for the transportation of the 
commodities described above (other than 
those designed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles ), (6) attachments for the 
commodities described above, (7) inter¬ 
nal combustion engines, and (8) parts, of 
the commodities described in (1) through 
(7) above, when moving in mixed loads 
with such commodities, from the plant 
and warehouse sites and experimental 
farms of Deere <& Co. located in Dodge 
County, Wis., Rock Island County, Ill., 
Black Hawk, Dubuque, Polk, and Wapello 
Counties, Iowa, to points in Texas, and 
damaged, rejected shipments, on return. 
Note: The applicant states the service as 
proposed to be restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at the plant and warehouse sites 
and experimental farms named above. 
The purpose of this republication is to 
show hearing information. 

HEARING: February 23, 1966, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Exam¬ 
iner Gerald F. Colfer. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1404; Filed, Feb. 8, 1966; 

8:49 a.m.] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

February 4,1966. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 40282 —Liquid caustic soda to 
Clearwater and Langley, S.C. Filed by 
O. W. South, Jr., agent (No. A4842), for 
and on behalf of Southern Railway Co. 
Rates on liquid Caustic soda, in tank car¬ 
loads. from Le Moyne and Redstone Ar¬ 
senal, Ala., to Clearwater and Langley, 
S.C. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 3 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC 
S-600. 

FSA No. 40283 —Malt to Longview, Tex . 
Filed by Southwestern Freight Bureau, 
agent (No. B-8813), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on malt, in carloads, 
from Minneapolis, Minn., Transfer and 
St. Paul, Minn., to Longview, Tex. 


-7 
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Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 86 to Southwest¬ 
ern Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 
4496. 

FSA No. 40284— Phosphoric add to 
Military, Kans. Filed by O. W. South, 
Jr., agent (No. A4843), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on liquid phosphoric 
acid, in tank carloads, from Charleston, 
S.C., to Military, Kans. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 105 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff I.C.C. 
S-240. 


SA No. 40285— Chlorine to Kingsport . 
Tenn. Filed by O. W. South, Jr., agent 
(No. A4844), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on liquid chlorine, in tank carloads, 
from Calvert, Ky., to Kingsport, Tenn. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 72 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff I.C.C. 
S-484. 

FSA No. 40286— Vegetable oils from 
and to Boyles, Ala. Filed by O. W. South, 
Jr., agent (No. A4835), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on vegetable oils and re¬ 
lated articles, in carloads, between 
Boyles, Ala., on the one hand, and points 


; 


in official (including Illinois), southwest¬ 
ern and western trunkline territories, on 
the other. 

Grounds for relief—Carrier competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs—Supplement 2 to Traffic Exec¬ 
utive Association-Eastern Railroads, 
agent, tariff I.C.C. C-558 and other 
schedules named in the application. 

By the Commission. 

I seal) H. Neil Garson. 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-1400: Filed, Feb. 8. 1966; 

8:49 ajn.) 





FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 27—WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1966 












FEDERAL REGISTER 


2577 


CUMULATIVE LIST OF CFR PARTS AFFECTED—FEBRUARY 

The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during February. 
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26 CFR 
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28 CFR 
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29 CFR 
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30 CFR 
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593 _ 2368 
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595 _ 2369 
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602 _ 2370 

603 _ 2371 

606_ 2371 

610_ 2371 

1053_ 1303 

33 CFR 

82. 2427 

39 CFR 

112_ 2428 

114_ 2428 

168_ 2428 

533_ 2429 

Proposed Rules: 

46_ 2384 

61_ 2384 

41 CFR 

101-25,;__— 2471 

43 CFR 

20_ 2512 

Public Land Orders: 
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3922)_ 2547 
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3922)_ 2547 
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3926) 2548 

3870_ 2380 
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3924 _ 2548 

3925 _ 2548 

3926,. 2548 

3927 _ 2549 

3928 _ 2549 

3929 _ 2549 

3930 _ 2549 
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46 CFR 
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47 CFR 

1- 2549 

91. 2550 

95. 2551 
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PUBLIC PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS OF THE UNITED STATES 


Now available 

Lyndon B. Johnson 

1963-64 

Book I (November 22, 1963 to June 30, 1964) 

Price $6.75 

Book II (July 1, 1964 to December 31, 1961) 

Price $7.00 

Contents 

• Messages to the Congress 

• Public speeches and letters 

• The President’s news conferences 

• Radio and television reports to the American 
people 

• Remarks to informal groups 

Published by 

Office of the Federal Register 
National Archives and Records Service 
General Services Administration 

Order from 

Superintendent of Documents 
U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 



Prior volumes 

Prior volumes covering most of the Truman 
administration and all of the Eisenhower and 
Kennedy years are available at comparable 
prices from the Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 
20402. 

















